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Who won at Brighton? 


Very understandably, emphasis of press 
reporting and comment on the Brighton 
bombing of last month has been upon the 
mood of moral outrage that the bombing 
has engendered, particularly in view of the 
deaths and appalling injuries caused. In the 
wake of the bomb, we have heard much in 
the way of fighting words from our polit- 
icians to the effect that in our so-called 
democracy acts of this kind simply will not 
be tolerated and that the bombers will not 
be permitted to deflect the Government 
from its policy aimed at achieving peace 
in Northern Ireland. | 

In all this atmosphere of guite natural 
emotion, however, there has been very 
little serious examination of much more 
fundamental and important guestions, the 
principal of these being: (1) What tactical 
purpose did the IRA have in mind in its 
planting of the Brighton bomb? And (2) 
Is the present line of. policy being pursued 
at Westminster really as contrary to this 
purpose as the Government would have it 
appear? 

The IRA has never deluded itself for 
one moment that its campaign of terror is 
going to win the, love and support, either of 
the people of the United Kingdom or for 
that matter those of the Irish Republic; it 


has had one object and one object alone in 
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maintaining that terror: to produce within 
the people of the British mainland (who 
after all comprise the overwhelming maj- 
ority of the population of the UK) a climate 
of opinion so exasperated with the continu- 
ation of -the Northern Irish troubles: that 
there will be a strong consensus favourable 
to British withdrawal from Northern Ireland 
and the leaving of the peoples of Ireland, 
North and. South, to fight out their battles 
The calculation is 
that eventually the weight: of such a con- 
sensus would bear so heavily on Britain's 


political leaders — who after all are in the 
last analysis concerned primarily with their . 


electoral standing — that they would bow 
to it and sanction that very withdrawal. 

In this strategy the IRA has banked on 
the maintenance within Britain of a vital 
myth, essential as a basis for the entire 


‘cause of Irish Republicanism in both its 


violent and non-violent branches: - This is 
that Ireland — the whole of Ireland, that is 
— is a foreign country in which Britain has 
no stake or interest, to which Britain owes 
no ‘loyalty and whose people are divided 
essentially along lines of religion — which 
division the people of mainland Britain, 
with its comfortable tradition of religious 
tolerance, simply cannot comprehend and 
therefore regard as strange and alien. 

That this myth is totally at odds with 
the reality of the Irish situation is of small 
account; as long as the British people bel- 
ieve it, that is what is important. 

Such a myth could perfectly easily be 
demolished and have its spell broken were 
a lead given in that direction by our ruling 
politicians of the United Kingdom, together 
with the nation’s most influential educators 
and opinion’formers of press and broadcast- 


ing. Unfortunately, it is precisely in such 


circles that that very myth holds most pow- 
erful sway, being the dominant fashion of 
thought on Irish affairs both on the orthodox 
left and the orthodox right of politics. 

As a result, there is broad consensus 
between HM Government and main Oppos- 
ition which favours a policy of éventual 
British withdrawal from Northern Ireland, 
the only difference being that while Labour 


favours that policy being proclaimed openly 
and executed with all possible speed the 
Tories prefer it to be delayed in its time- 
table and in the meanwhile muffled by 
pious proclamations about “respecting the 
will" of the Ulster majority and keeping 
British forces in Northern Ireland “to pres- 
erve the peace.” As in so many affairs, 
cant and humbug are the only features 
which distinguish Tory policy intentions 
from those of their opponents. 

A clue to the fact that Conservative 
Government eyes look upon the Northern 
Ireland issue in no way fundamentally diff- 
erently to Oppositio1 2yes was provided by 
Mrs. Thatcher herself .in a TV interview 
soon after Brighton in which she said that 
a solution to the troubles in NorthernIreland : 
would not come from “this country” but 
could only come from the people of North- 
ern Ireland themselves. By demonstrating ta 
us thst she does not regard Northern Ireland 
dis "this country" and that she sees it as being 
ultimately outside the responsibility of 
British Government, Mrs. Thatcher showed 
that she is, no less than other politicians, a 
slave to the very. mythology : concerning 
Ireland which provides that essential prop 
to the IRA which it needs so much in order 
to justify its aims and sustain its will to 
pursue them. 

The IRA, in other Učne. would no doubt 
have been delighted to have heard Mrs. 
Thatcher's words following the bomb at 
Brighton. Those words were the very spur 
it needed to continue its terror programme. 
The words were an affirmation of the idea 
that Northern Ireland is not, ultimately, a 
British responsibility and a British concern, 
and that idea, fostered by Britain's present 
political chief, can only thereby grow and 
deepen among the British people to the 
point at,which, sooner or later, the popular 
pressure for withdrawal from Northern Ire- 
land will be irresistable. 

= Mis. Thatcher's response to the Brighton 
bombing was in other words, contrary to 


the fawning comments of the Tory press, 


one which amounted to a failure of leader- — 
ship in the face of tke enemy. 

As for the Government not being def- 
lected by the. bombing from its policy in 
Northern Ireland, most probably that is true 
— for it is a policy not fundamentally diff- 
erent from that of the bombers. 


Tory cowardice and humbug 


If reacticns to the Brighton bombing, 
dealt with earlier in this column, provide. 
a perfect example of the flabbiness and 
hypocrisy of the Tory mind, equally exem- 
plary was the behaviour of a Conservative 
ruled borough council recently over an aff- 
air much smaller in national import but 
no less demonstrative of all the contempt- 
ible features of present-day Toryism, not 
the least of which is the disposition, when 
placed in a corner, to make common cause 
with its opponents. 

As reported last month, the British Nat- 
ional Party made an application earlier this 
year to Wandsworth Council for the hire of 
Dryburgh Hall in Putney for a meeting. The 
application was granted, in compliance 


with the proudly proclaimed policy of the 
Council’s ruling Conservative group: of 
operating no discrimination between polit- 
ical parties and safeguarding complete 
freedom of assembly for all — exceedingly 
democratic! 

The booking of the hall caused a huge 
furore among Labour and Alliance members 
of the Council, who promised that there 
would be massive demonstrations against 
the BNP if the meeting was allowed to go 
ahead, with the clearly implied threat that 
these demonstrations would escalate into 
violence. | 

The Tories on the Council promptly 
decided to capitulate to this threat and 
cancel the BNP booking of the hall — des- 
pite the fact that an earlier BNP meeting 
had taken place not long before in the 
same hall in perfect peace and order. The 
Tories knew of course that if there had 
been disorder at the meeting being planned 
it would have been caused not by the BNP 
but by its opponents. They did not, how- 
ever, hesitate to penalise the would-be 
victims of such disorder rather than those 
who intended to cause it. 

And in the true spirit of Tory honour, 
chivalry and fair play the BNP was given 
notice of the cancellation only a matter of 
three hours before the meeting was due to 
begin. 

An alternative meeting place was in the 
event found and the meeting took place, 
but no thanks for this was due to the gutless 
and hypocritical eouncillors of Wandsworth, 
who clearly had intended otherwise. 

In the local paper shortly afterwards it 
was reported that the Council was now “to 
review its policy towards the use of public 
halls by extreme political organisations... 
Said one Council spokesman: “Our policy 
in the past has been to accept anyone, but 
in future we will have to consider applicat- 
ions more closely. It seems likely that our 
policy will be to turn down any organisation 
if there is likely to be a breach of the 
peace or damage to property.” 

This pronouncement is absolutely path- 
etic. The Tories, who, as we have said, 
are the dominant group on the Council, 
know very well, as we have also said, that 
any such breach of the peace or damage 
would be caused not by the BNP but by its 
Opponents. They nevertheless thought it 
proper to deny the BNP its lawful rights of 
assembly on the basis of the likelihood that 
its Opponents would break the law, and it 
now looks as if their policy for the future 
will continue in the same spirit. This sim- 
ply brings Wandsworth Council into line 
with the vast majority of local councils 
throughout Britain, Tory-controlled or 
otherwise. | 

The utter absurdity of the Tory position 
was perfectly demonstrated by the fact that 
at precisely the same time as the Wands- 
worth Council stopped the BNP using Dry- 
burgh Hall on the grounds of a threat of 
a “breach of the peace" it granted a book- 
ing of the same hall to the local Labour 
Party for a "Support the miners! " meeting. 
Now whatever the merits or otherwise of 
the miners' strike, what cannot be denied 
is that many of those supporting it have 


been involved again and again in some of 


the most serious breaches of the peace in 


Britain in modern times. Yet this did not 
seem to be a good reason for denying them 
the use of Council premises! 

From this state of affairs three truths 
emerge. Firstly, Tories are totally lack- 
ing in the will to maintain law and order 
by means of the proper process of protect- 
ing the rights of the law-abiding against 
those who would break the law. At the first 
sign that lawbreakers might cause a distur- 
bancé, Tories take fright and give in to 
them rather than do what is necessary to 
enforce the law of the land. This tendency 
is equally demonstrated when it comes to 
law enforcement in racially ‘sensitive’ 
areas. | 

Secondly, Tories, when the chips are 
down, will make common cause with their 


supposed political opponents in the denying. 


of rights to Nationalists. Behind the facade 
of the inter-party: bunfight, the old gang 
politicians will collaborate together against 
any danger to their mutual ‘establishment’. 

Finally, Tories are the world’s most 
revolting humbugs. While in their speeches 
at Brighton and elsewhere they prattle and 
declaim about protecting ‘democracy’, 
their actions reveal their protestations to be 
pure sham. In fact they have no more res- 
pect for the rights of those who truly dissent 
from them than have the left-wing militants 
they constantly condemn. 


Trouble in Ethiopia 


No human being, not even the most 
hardened ‘racist’, can derive any pleasure 
from the pathetic pictures that we have 
seen on TV of the sick and starving multit- 
udes of Ethiopia. . While it is immediately 
recognised that the media have obviously 
produced these pictures as part of a delib- 
erate policy of whipping up emotions in the 
advanced countries — for their own dubious 
purposes, the emotion striking the onlooker 
in seeing these pitiful moving skeletons is 
nevertheless very real. It is a plight we 
should wish upon no-one, whatever their 
place in the hierarchy of the species. 

Emotion, however, 
basis on which to arrive at a realistic view 


as to what should be our long term policy ` 


towards Ethiopia and other African and 
‘Third World’ countries where this human 
condition is all toocommon. Alright, we 
rush to Ethiopia all the aid we can in the 
way of food, medical supplies and other 
services. Then what? In only a matter of 
a short time the same kind of crisis has 
broken out there again, or if not there then 
in some other underdeveloped country 
where the same kind of backwardness and 
native incompetence likewise reign — with 
the problem additionally compounded in 
the: meantime by the fact that, with a 
growing  birthrate, there are yet more 


hungry mouths to feed, yet more cases of 
disease and malnutrition needing medical 
attention. 

The do-gooders and ‘liberals’ who are 
always spearheading these aid programmes 
-will of course tell us that the problem is 
only temporary. 


In time the people of the 


is the worst possible 


underdeveloped countries will acquire the 


Skills necessary to look after themselves 


and to utilise their resources to improve 
their living standards. But in practice this 
simply is not happening; the problem gets 
worse as time goes on; in fact it is now 
much worse than in times when most of the 
countries in question were colonial territor- 
ies controlled and administered by Whites. 

What it really amounts to is that the 
advanced nations are being expected to ass- 
ume responsibility to help the backward 
nations out of their troubles for the rest of 
time — and moreover in a world in which 
the ruling dogma is the idea that all races 
are equal in their capabilities and that the 
former colonial territories must be ‘indep- 
endent’ of their one-time rulers! 

Of course this just isn’t on. 

Before long we will have to come toa 
moment of decision in which ‘liberal’ 
fantasies are discarded and hard realism 
takes over. We will then see that there are 
only two possible ways out of the dilemma. 

On the one hand, we may decide that 
we must bow to nature’s way of limiting 
the species by letting famine take its 
course and allowing the hungry and dis- 
eased to die out. Such a policy would ad- 
mittedly be inhumane, but those favouring 
it would justify it by saying that it would 
be better to act inhumanely now than to 
foster a future situation much more inhu- 
mane by permitting these wretched races to 


' increase their numbers and create much 


worse conditions of famine in years ahead, 

On the other hand, should this solution | 
be rejected there is but one alternative. 
The countries in guestion revert to colonial 
status once again, with Europeans controll- 
ing them and exploiting their resources for 
their (the Europeans’) benefit but neverthe- ` 
less with the attendant responsibility to see 
that the natives received adeguate food and 
medical care. In this case those natives 
would be in a position not dissimilar to that 
of the non-Whites of South Africa, but with 
the additional imperative -- not yet 
adopted by the South Africans — that they 
submit to some rule of compulsory sterilis- 
ation after, say, the birth of the second 
child — in order to keep their numbers 
under control. | 

To the do-gooders and ‘liberals of this 
world either policy would be anathema and 
would cause screeches of protest. The fact 
is, however, thatitis ‘liberalism’ that has 
created the appalling tragedy we see in 
Ethiopia today. Its adherents are bankrupt. 


of ideas to cope with that tragedy beyond . bi 


the adoption of panic measures that will 
oniy ensure its continued recurrence. The 
time has come for them to step aside and 
make ‘way for others who offer practical 
hope for its solution. 

We might end on a note of irony. It is 
now getting on for half a century since ‘lib- 
erals and international moralisers ali over 


.the world quivered and twittered in rage 


against Mussolini’s march into Ethiopia. 
Yet had that country remained under perm- 
anent Italian Fascist overlordship the situ- 
ation there could not possibly have been 
worse, and most probably would have been 
much better, than it is now. 
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THE BRITISH SICKNESS IN 
PERSPECTIVE 


JOHN TYN DALL reflects on the message of the conferences 


THE REPULSIVE ANTICS of the lunatic 
left, as displayed at the recent Labour Party 
conference and on the miners' picket lines, 
supply a salutary foretaste, to those who 
need it, of the ugly face of Communism. “It 
could happen here,” as the growing power 


and influence of these latter-day Lenins and 


Trotskys has demonstrated. Indeed, not only 
COULD it happen, it IS happening, as for 
many years we have predicted it would. The 
reds that have long been under.the bed have 
now come out of their hiding place and are 
running all over the house — Surprise! Sur- 
prise! It would seem perhaps that the Senator 
McCarthys of this world were not so wrong 
after all — come back Joe, all is forgiven! 

So far so good. An awakening as to the 
true nature and danger of the revolutionary 
left is an indispensable part of a nation’s 
coming to political maturity. While the nature 
is misjudged and the danger scoffed at, sub- 
version prospers and societies doze on in an 
unreal world of self-deception and moral 
defencelessness in which every strident voice 
of warning is dismissed as belonging to the 
‘alarmist fringe’, and hunters of subversives 
like the brave American I have mentioned 
become figures of greater horror than the 
subversives themselves. When, on the other 
hand, subversion reveals itself in all its 
hideous and gory reality, society starts to 
become on the alert, and out of that alert 
may be born the will to resurgence. 

But note that I only say ‘may’, for it is 
vital that Britain derives the right lessons, 
and not the wrong lessons, from the early 
morning thuggery at the South Yorkshire pits 
and the speeches supporting it at Blackpool. 
_ Nothing is more dangerous in this hour 
of national crisis and conflict than that we 
should misconstrue what the true battle lines 
are and confuse friend with enemy, that we 
should. allow our opposition and our anger 
to be directed against bogies that are not the 
real bogies — or at least the most important 


bogies, that we should march indignantly up : 


one or another of the many false trails that 
our lie-masters are intent to set for us, that 
we should waste too much fire on the more 
obvious targets in the war and have in- 
sufficient fire left for the less obvious, but in 
the long run much more dangerous and 
important, targets. 


‘EXTREMISM’ NOT THE ENEMY 


Most of all, we should guard against 
being deluded into defining. the enemy in 
terms of the simple catch-word ‘extremism’, 
and imagining that only the obviously nasty, 
intolerant and violent is the source of our 
national distress. This danger is compounded 
by the popular rhetoric of the moment, 
which labels today’s political hooligans and 
wreckers aS enemies of ‘democracy’. Thus 
‘democracy’ is made the banner under which 
all decent and patriotic elements in Britain 
should rally. 
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In fact no idea could be further divorced 
from the reality of our present plight. 

To see things in proper perspective, let 
us retrace the path by which we have come 
to the unhappy position Britain occupies 
today, a path which stretches back over a 
period of many decades of almost unremit- 
ting national decline. 

It was not ‘extremists’ who thwarted 
our proper national recovery from. the ravages 
of the war of 1914-18 and created the long 
dole queues and grinding poverty of the 


AFTER THE BRIGHTON BOMB 
Mrs. Thatcher receives the applause of the Tory Conference after attacking ‘extremism’. In 
fact ‘extremists’ are responsible for very little of Britain’s troubles. 


1930s; it was the politics and economics of 
the respectable ‘Centre’, of ‘orthodoxy’ and 
‘moderation’, of Baldwin and McDonald and 
their ‘National Government’, founded on a 
consensus of all that was ‘decent’ and 
‘reasonable’ in British political life. 

It was not the ‘extremists’ who led us, 
unarmed and untrained, into the catastrophe 
of World War II and the humiliating debacle 
of 1940; it was that impeccably moderate 
combination of the pacifist conscience in 

Contd. on next page 


Cambridge, Oxford and Bloomsbury and the 
spirit of cowardice and political opportunism 
at Westminster, which calculated the elec- 
toral liability of a vigorous programme of 
armament. 

In the post-1945 period, it was not 
‘extremism’ which set us on the course of 
abdication from the responsibilities of 
Empire and great power status; this course 
was the one overwhelmingly favoured by 
moderate and respectable opinion in all the 
parties, from MacMillan, Home and Heath 
on the Tory side to Attlee, Gaitskell and 
Wilson on the Labour side. By approval of 
this consensus, one after another well 
administered colony was handed over to 
chaos and barbarism — culminating in the 
ignominious betrayal of Rhodesia, which 
country now lies firmly within the Soviet 
sphere of influence. This policy was not the 
work of Scargill, McGahey and Ken Living- 
stone (though doubtless they approved it) 
but of Margaret Thatcher and Lords Soames 
and Carrington. It was applauded, not only 
by the Morning Star and Socialist Worker, 


but by The Times, The Guardian, The Daily ' 
Telegraph and every other mass circulation ° 


newspaper in the vicinity of Fleet Street. 

Within British society of the post-war 
period, the degeneration of national morals 
and standards which has eroded every sector 
of the country's life has been a phenomenon 
brought about, not by rioting mobs on the 
picket lines, but by legislation in Parliament 
approved by the majority of the elected 
representatives of the people, in short by the 
process of ‘democracy’. ‘Democracy’ passed 
the Abortion Act, legalised Homosexuality, 
abolished the death penalty and provided 
the climate in which every imaginable mani- 
festation of sloppy permissiveness became 
the fashionable norm. Doubtless, the 
extremists of the left welcomed all these 
developments, as they contributed to the 
conditions of national chaos and collapse 
which the left always needs for the further- 
ance of its revolutionary aims, but those 
developments owed their creation in the first 
place to the forces of ‘democracy’. 

The same forces of ‘democracy’ im- 
printed the stamp of legality on the coloured 
invasion of Britain, with all the appalling 
effects that that has had for law and order 
and in the economic, social and cultural 
spheres. ‘Moderate opinion’ decreed that 
‘racialism’ was taboo and that any voice of 
opposition to the black take-over of our inner 
city areas was either to be rendered silent by 
rigorous media censorship or consigned to 
the outer perimeter of politics, as in the case 
of Enoch Powell, by abuse and slander. 


SITUATION EXPLOITED 


Again we have a field in which extremists 
on the left have welcomed and exploited a 
situation which was the creation essentially 
of ‘establishment’ policy. As with the per- 
missive society, the immigrant flood has 
engendered further national disintegration 
and instability, and such things are always to 
be greeted gleefully by red revolutionary 
elements as they breed conditions all (he 
more favourable to a red take-over. Bu! let 
us not confuse cause and effect, or mistake 
primary and secondary factors. The ghastly 
multi-racial experiment came about, and has 
been sustained, by the ‘democratic’ process. 


Parliament approves it. Elected governments 
of whatever party have defended it and 
further promoted it. Extremist elements 
have only battened onto the problem in its 
advanced stages. 

The same need to distinguish between 
cause and effect must be seen in any examin- 
ation of Britain’s long festering economic 
decline. To say that ‘extremists’ (in this case 
operating in trade unions) are responsible for 
the sickness of British industry is about as 
factually true as saying that vultures are to 
blame for the deaths of an aircrew that has 
crashed in the desert. Trade union militancy 
merely adds the finishing touch to a process 
that was in operation long before it mani- 
fested itself and, as with so many other 
national ills, is merely a consequence of mal- 
administration and failure which have much 
deeper roots. 

British industrial impotence today stems 
from lack of leadership in the economy 
which perceptive observers could’ see, not 


only as far back as 1945, but indeed in the’ 


two decades that preceded that time: in the 
consistent lack throughout modern times of 
any realistic economic policy or strategy, in 
the blind faith in internationalism that has 


hypnotised all the leading political parties, 


in the dominance of financial forces over 
productive forces in the nation’s economic 
life, in the woeful shortcomings in education 
for survival in the modern technological 
world, in the climate of laziness engendered 
by a welfare system which too easily confuses 
exploitation with need, in financial policies 
that have drained the people of incentive 
and sent the most go-ahead and ambitious 
packing abroad. 

And where trade union activity has had 
a genuinely disruptive role in the industry of 
the country that activity has only occurred 
within rules and procedures permitted by 
governments which, one after the other, 
have shirked the task of introducing laws 
which would bring British trade unionism 
into step with the modern age. Even where 
existing law has been flagrantly broken, 
government, while affecting tones of moral 
outrage, has in fact taken no practical steps 
to see the lawbreakers brought to justice. 
Police have been obliged to operate within 
limits imposed by ‘softly-softly’ policies 
rooted in government terror of real confront- 


ation — of which we see an exact parallel in 


the field of racial trouble: the brief of the 
police officer on the spot is to let the law be 
flouted if enforcement of it should involve 
the risk of cracking a few lawbreakers’ heads 
and letting loose a hornets’ nest of protest 


from the vociferous lobby of those who 


insist always that criminals and subversives 
must have ‘rights’. Cowardice, in a word, on 
the part of those in authority is always the 
begetter of militancy by those who seek to 
challenge authority. 

It is against this background that we 
have to make a sober evaluation of Mrs. 
Thatcher's prerorative closing words at 
Brighton last month: “Democracy will 
prevail!" The words, uttered when the dust 
was still settling from the IRA bomb blast 
in the Prime Minister’s hotel a few hours 
before, brought forth the customary chorus 


of “heah heahs". But those words were in 


fact empty of meaning. ‘Democracy’ is not 
prevailing and has not been doing for many 
decades. It is not prevailing in the sense of 


being adequate to cope with the myriad of. 


national ills from which Britain has suffered 
throughout most of living memory. It is not 
even prevailing in the sense in which its own 
ethics and principles are normally under- 
stood, for to the ordinary man in the street 
who is supposed to be the authentic arbiter 
of events in a ‘democracy’ the word has no 
real meaning whatsoever: just what is he 
allowed to decide? Who ever listens to him, 
except in the phony manner in which every 
5 years his local party candidate comes 
ingratiatingly to his doorstep seeking to 
cadge his vote? Has ‘democracy’ prevailed in 
the country’s coalfields? No, it has not pre- 
vailed, for the number of miners who brave 
the yowling and bottle-throwing picket lines 
to report for work every morning are but a 
small fraction of those who would do so 
were they able to come to work in safety. 
‘Democracy’ is not even prevailing in 
Northern Ireland, in whose problems lie the 
origin of the Brighton bombing, for there 
there is no majority mandate for the succes- 
sive gestures of compromise and appeasement 
which this Government and its predecessors 
have continued making in their negotiations 
with the agents of republicanism. 


GOVERNMENT TO BLAME 


In every sector where Britain is sick and 
failing, responsibility must in the last analysis 
be placed firmly at the door of government 
— or perhaps more appropriatély lack of 
government. And in every disastrous policy 
turn that has signpointed the nation’s retreat 
from world power eminence to offshore 
island impotence the guiding spirits have 
come from the councils of political ‘moder- 
ation’ and ‘orthodoxy’. Men and women of 
stainless ‘establishment’ credentials have 
been the liquidators of every worthwhile 
national interest and asset that we have 
possessed and then lost in the 20th Century. 
the originators of every fiasco of a pro- 
gramme by which the nation has been 
weakened at home and abroad. 

‘Extremism’, in the tones in which our 
politicians and press would classify it, is but 
a later arrival on the scene of destruction. It 


. comes not as an agent in that destruction 


but merely as a scavenger sensing that in the 
carnage and wreckage there are opportunities 
to be exploited, pieces to be picked up and 
devoured to advantage. ae Mae 

So our battle to rescue Britain is not 
first and foremost a battle against the forces 
of ‘extremism’. Nor is it first, foremost or 
even at any point a battle in defence of 
‘democracy’. It is a battle to be fought in the 
cause of our nation and of our race. The 
forces which threaten those things are our 
enemies, whether ‘extreme’ or ‘moderate’, 
whether ‘undemocratic’ or ‘democratic’. 
And the identified cause of our distress is 
neither a pack of trade union rowdies nor 
the menagerie of freaks, morons, nutters, 
harridans and platform ranters that now 
hold sway in the party of Her Majesty’s 
Opposition; it is the more than half-century 
of incompetence, muddle, softness, gutless- 
ness, corruption, indolence and lack of 
leadership and vision that have been the ever 
present features of our parliamentary demo- 
cracy during that time; it is the ‘establish- 
ment’ in which that catalogue of vices and 
weaknesses is ingrained in the fibre and in 
the blood. 
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WAS HITLER A ‘CAPITALIST TOOL? 


A PATRIOT examines a fashionable myth 


HAVING BEEN INVOLVED in the Nation- 
alist struggle for many years, and a member 
of the National Front for the larger part of 
that time, I have become used to witnessing 


the Establishment’s unceasing assault on . - ). 


Nationalism generally — and in particular on 
that brand of Nationalism which has made 
the biggest impact on the 20th Century, the 
National Socialism practised in Germany 
from 1933 to 1945. 

What is surprising, and not a little dis- 
heartening, is to see this assault joined and 
supported by people within the Nationalist 
camp itself, and I am here referring to an 
article by Derek Holland entitled ‘A revo- 
lution betrayed', which appeared in two 
parts in issues 22 and 23 of the National 
Front magazine Nationalism Today. 

Mr. Holland purports to show that Nazi 
Germany was merely another Jewish 
Capitalist-run state, in which the truly 
national revolutionary forces were eliminated 
by Hitler, who acted at the behest of his 
alleged internationalist paymasters. While 
respecting the sincerity of Mr. Holland’s 
views, I would argue that not only are they 
in error historically but that they could well 
encourage further schismatic developments 
among present-day Nationalists. 

Firstly, I wish to deal with some of the 
specific charges that are raised in Mr. 
Holland’s article, then I will widen the dis- 
cussion to a general view of Nazi Germany 
to see to what extent his ideas relate to the 
reality. | 


DIFFERENT INTERESTS 


The primary mistake, as I see it, is to 
refer to German ‘big business’ of the Weimar 
period in a way that suggests that all the 
holders of wealth in Germany had the same 
political outlook and the same base motives 
in financing the NSDAP (Nazi Party). As a 
matter of fact, light industry, heavy industry 
and the Junkers landowners (the major 
sources of wealth in Germany at that time) 


often had conflicting interests in economic — 


policy which led them to adopt corfflicting 
political stances, and hence donate to 
various political parties. To investigate this 
fully would be beyond the scope of this 
article but those interested might care to 
read Who financed Hitler? by James and 
Suzanne Pool, a 500-page analysis of the 
whole subject. 

It must also be noted that compared to 
the sums obtained from industrialists and 
landowners by parties of the Conservative 
Centre and Right,.the donations obtained by 
the Nazis from these sources were relatively 
small, and were frequently given as a kind of 
‘fall-back’ insurance should: the Centre and 
Right parties fail to stop the Communist 
threat. It is now recognised that the largest 
source of funds for the National Socialists 
were the party dues and donations of the 
party members themselves, together with 
further donations from small businesses, i.e. 
the lower middle class. The latter had in 
many cases seen their savings destroyed by 
the great inflation of 1923 and owed little 
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HITLER 
Did big business interests use him or did he 
use them? 


loyalty to a system which they held respon- 
sible for that loss. 

During the Depression of 1929-32 it was 
not unusual for party members to go short 
of food and clothing in order to pay their 
monthly dues. “My wife," said one member 
with a large family, “went through untold 
hardships to pay our party dues and spend 
an occasional penny. She worked hard at 
sewing, constantly harassed to provide a 
meagre living for me and the family. 
Frequently if I returned home late at night 
from a meeting or a propaganda trip, I still 
found her bent over her work, happy to see 
me come home unharmed. This went on for 
weeks, months and years, but she willingly 
endured it, for she too could not be robbed 
of her faith in the ultimate victory of 
National Socialism.” (Who financed Hitler? 
p.266) 


HENRY FORD 


There were, however, a few industrialists 
(a small minority) who did greatly favour 
National Socialism and helped to finance its 
growth. Foremost among these was a non- 
German, Henry Ford. Mr. Holland informs 
us that “with an eye on profit (he) was an 
early patron of the NSDAP." However, 
things are not quite as simple as that. Ford 
was a lifelong Opponent of Jewry. He edited 
a newspaper in America called The Dearborn 


NOTE: The author of this article has asked to 
be unnamed because of the sensitivity of his 
employment. We print the article, as we have 
printed numerous articles on religious ques- 
tions, not because we take sides in such a 
debate or because we support all the things 
said, but only because we believe the author 
has something interesting to tell which may 
contribute to our readers’ better understand- 
ing of important events, past and present. 


Independent in which articles regularly 
appeared attacking the ‘Jewish World Con- 
spiracy'. These articles were then reprinted 
in book form under the title The Inter- 
national Jew, copies of which were translated 
into many languages, including German, and 
sold all over the world, including of course 
Germany. In the 1920s and 1930s this book 
rivalled Mein Kampf as the most widely read 
Nationalist treatise. Needless to say, the 
Jews did not stand idly by but instigated a 
boycott of Ford vehicles and of Gentile 
firms that had dealings with Ford. The Dear- 
born Independent’s salesmen were threatened 
or assaulted, and the’ paper was banned from 
public libraries (just like Nationalist pub- 
lications today) and Ford was sued for libel 
by leading Jewish personalities. This was 
happening as early as 1920-22, when Hitler 
was virtually unknown outside Munich, so 
Mr. Holland’s “profit” motive is hardly an 
adequate explanation; in fact Ford’s political 
activities and connections brought him 
considerable financial loss. 

Fritz Thyssen, Chairman of the United 
Steelworks, and Emil Kirdorf, Director of 
the Rhenish Westfalian Coal Syndicate, were - 
boths far right-wingers. Thyssen indeed was 
arrested by the Communists in 1919 during 
the attempted red revolution in Germany 
and on two occasions narrowly escaped 
being executed. Thyssen and Kirdorf both 
had strongly anti-Jewish views and were well 
acquainted with the Jewish influence behind 
Marxism. Indeed one may see in the indus- 
trialists’ fear of Communism the major 
reason for their financing of anti-Communist 
parties, as in the unstable political climate of 
the late 1920s and early 1930s there was a 
growing threat of-a Communist take-over. 
From 1924, wher the KPD (German Com- 
munist Party) had 45 seats in the Reichstag, 
they increased their support at every subse- 
quent election: to 54 seats, then 77, then 
89 and finally the 100 seats they acquired in 
the election of November 1932, the last 
before Hitler was appointed Chancellor. It 
was obvious to the more enlightened big 
business leaders that only a party with a 
mass following amongst the unemployed and 
working classes such as the NSDAP could stop 
the red tide. Therefore it is not surprising 
that donations were received from the indus- 
trialist quarter. However, the NSDAP more 
than any other party in Germany represented 
all sections of truly German society and this 
was reflected in the sources of the contri- 
butions which swelled its funds — the unem- 
ployed contributing according to their 
means much greater relative sums than the 
heads of big business according to theirs. 

I.G. Farben, the chemical conglomerate, 
features largely in Mr. Holland’s article, 
which includes details of its Jewish links. As 
as matter of fact this concern was one of the 
most reticent to give money to the NSDAP. 
It considered its best interests to lie in a 
policy of international free trade, which was 
quite opposite to the Nazis’ policy of pro- 
tection for home industry. Karl Duisberg, 
I.G. Farben’s founder, and Karl Bosch, 
Duisberg’s successor, were both strong anti- 
Nazis. In 1932.1.G. Farben, through its 
subsidiary Kalbe & Co. of Wiesbaden, pro- 


Contd. on next page 


vided one million Reichsmarks to Hinden- 
burg's presidential campaign, in which Hitler 
was the main challenger. It was only upon 
realising that the Nazis could not be stopped 
that I.G. Farben made the best of what it 
regarded as a bad situation by working with 
the Nazi authorities after Hitler had won 
power. As Derek Holland points out in his 
article, I.G. Farben's contribution to the 
German war effort was indispensable, 
especially in the prodtction of plastics, gun- 
powder, explosives and rubber. The ‘alliance’ 
between I.G. Farben and the National 
Socialists may appear somewhat ‘unholy’ to 
some, but it certainly benefitted both sides. 
This could no more be called ‘betrayal’ than 
could the many joint strike actions carried 
out by the Nazis in collaboration with the 
Communists against the corrupt and decaying 
Weimar Republic. What was important was 
that the Nazis’ principles were not subverted 
by such collaboration — rather were I.G. 
Farben, in its way, and the Communists, in 
theirs, simply used by the Nazis in the 
furtherance of their own aims. 


JEWS FINANCED OPPOSITION 
TO HITLER 


There were, on the other hand, two 
occasions on which NSDAP elements 
obtained finance directly from Jewish 
sources. In 1931 the leader of the SA in 
Berlin, Walther Stennes, fell into dispute 
with the national leadership of the party. 
Stennes belonged to the party’s left wing 
and was advised and encouraged by Otto 
Strasser (who had resigned from the party 
the previous year). Soon things developed 
into a full-scale revolt. Nazis fought Nazi in 
the streets and beer halls. Hitler came, from 
Munich to salvage the situation. Most of the 
Berlin SA responded to his call for unity and 
the revolt was suppressed. It was: duly 
discovered that Stennes’ foremost financial 
_backer was a Jewish multi-millionaire Otto 
Wolff, the owner of a huge coal and steel 
concern. With Wolffs support, Stennes was 
able to offer his SA men higher pay than 
Hitler could, and this encouraged the 
rebellion. In case Mr. Holland should doubt 
these facts, may I refer him to the source of 
them, which is the book Flight from terror, 
the author of which is none other than his 
hero Otto Strasser! 

The second attempt in which Jewish 
money was used to try and influence the 
Nazi Party was when one Paul Silverberg, 
head of the Rhenish Coal Mining Briquette 
Manufacturing Company, tried to meddle 
in NSDAP politics. Silverberg was renowned 
among industrialists for his liberal views and 
was a close friend of Centre Party chief and 
German Chancellor in 1930-32 Heinrich 
Brüning. With the fall of Brüning and the 
steady rise in support for National Socialism, 
Silverberg tried a new approach. Through an 
intermediary, Werner von Alvensleben, he 
established contact with Gregor Strasser, the 
left-wing rival to Hitler for the Nazi leader- 
ship. During Autumn of 1932 Silverberg 
gave financial assistance to Strasser through 
various intermediaries (Who financed Hitler? 
p.382). We can only speculate as to why 
Strasser accepted. this money. Perhaps his 
motives were perfectly honest and sincere, 
but it must be stated that his rift with Hitler 
intensified after this time as did his willing- 


ness to serve in a non-Nazi government, 
which eventually led to his downfall in the 
NSDAP. Certainly what cannot be doubted 


is that Silverberg’s motive was one of ‘divide . 


and conquer’. 

In the later part of his article Mr. Holland 
makes much of the fact that not all of the 
25 points of the NSDAP programme of April 
1920 were implemented — despite admitting 
himself that “‘all political statements are, to 
one degree or another, creatures of their 
time, and since times change flexibility, not 
alterability, must be paramount.” I wonder 
how he can write such a statement and then 
only a few lines further on condemn Hitler 
for not carrying out to the letter after 1933 
a programme drawn up 13 years earlier. It 
should also be borne in mind that Hitler was 
only in power for 6 years before war broke 
out and distorted many of his plans. In those 
6 years remarkable advances were made. Had 
it not been for the war and Germany’s subse- 
quent defeat, these advances would 
undoubtedly have continued. It is unfair to 
expect every part of the NSDAP programme 
to have been carried out in the short time 
available, even supposing that there had been 
no cause for Hitler to introduce some modi- 
fications to it in'the light of later experience. 

In National Socialist Germany the 
economy was a fine blend of private enter- 
prise and Socialism, each harnessed in its own 
way to serve Germany and her people. I 
cannot accept that the latter were ‘exploited’, 
as in today’s Jewish international capitalist 
system — or its Siamese twin Communism. 
Under National Socialism the only criterion 
was what best served the nation. To claim 


that private enterprise or state socialism is: 


invariably better than the other is to play 
the game of the old party politicians. It 
would seem that Mr. Holland, in his desire to 
see everything nationalised or socialised and 
in his constant harangues against Adolf 
Hitler as a ‘capitalist lackey’ brought to 
power in order to ‘oppress’ the working 
people, is adopting a viewpoint very close 
to that of a Marxist. 


NATURAL ORDER 


Similarly, in his denial of the leadership 
principle (""Fuhrers are for the simple- 
minded”) Mr. Holland rejects the natural 
order of things reflected in the animal and 
human spheres. It is interesting that only in 
politics do we find a denial of natural 
hierarchy and the insistence on the eguality 
of every human being, a theory at the root 
of liberal democracy and Marxism and surely 
foreign to Nationalism. 

Rather than the personality of a leader 
being the unifying and binding element in a 
political movement, Mr. Holland and his 
friends would apparently have us believe 
that the unifying bond should be that of a 
common 'ideology'. This may be fine in 
theory but in practice it is totally naive and 
unworkable; it simply is not in the nature of 
large numbers of people of the kind required 
to form a powerful movement to be able to 
agree on every minute detail of ideology and 
policy in the way that would thus be needed 
— as the internal schisms in practically every 
patriotic movement, past and present, British 
and foreign, have proved. The origins and 
thought patterns of those comprising such 
movements are simply too diverse — to be 


The autobahns were one of the great con- 
structive achievements of Hitler’s Germany, 
being a quarter of a century ahead of the first. 
motorways in Britain. In the above picture 
Hitler is seen laying the foundation stone for 
the first of these roads. Below is a section of 
the autobahn near Rosenheim, Bavaria. 
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added to which is the fact that Nationalists, 
much more than leftists and Communists, 
are people of independent mind who cannot 
be fitted into a neat ideological straitjacket. 
Hitler was only 31 years old at the time 
when, with the collaboration of Anton 
Drexler, he drew up- the 25-point NSDAP 
programme. Ouite possibly at that stage of 
his career he suffered from some youthful 
delusions as to how his movement was to 
advance torward, which delusions were then 


later shattered in the hard school of experi- 


ence: From believing ‘that a ‘programme’ 
could be the rallying and unifying factor in 
getting the German people behind the Nazi 
movement, he most likely came’ to find that 
it was the force of his own personality and 
character, rather than any catalogue of 
abstract ideas and theories, that united behind 
him factory workers and peasants, profes- 
sional men and army officers, aristocrats and 
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WAS HITLERA 'CAPITALIST 
TOOL’? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


small tradesmen, students and women. These 
people’s thoughts converged in the very basic 
sentiment of devotion to Germany, hatred 
for her.internal and external enemies, and 
belief in the star of the young Siegfried who 
had come forth from the trenches to express 
these feelings and yearnings on their behalf. 
Had such peoples’ attention been concen- 
trated on an exhaustive debate on economic 
and social policies, most probably they 
would have dispersed into dozens, even 
hundreds, of warring and impotent factions. 
Hitler, as he grew in experience and political 
wisdom, saw this clearly while people in the 
Strasser clique did not. Hitler’s opposition to 
this clique was rooted in the fact, not so 
much that he took a ‘right-wing’ position in 
contrast to their ‘left-wing’ position, but that 
he realised the potentially divisive effect of 
allowing the party to become preoccupied ih 
a world of mere theory and committed to an 
Over-precise programme of economic and 
social change which might become imprac- 
tical in the process of winning and exercising 
power. i 

As for the ‘personality cult’ that 
surrounded Hitler, this was mainly a creation 
of his lieutenants, notably Hess and Goebbels. 
That Hitler allowed himself to be a willing 
party to it was the product not primarily of 
egotistical motives — there was much in his 
background and record to disprove the idea 
that egotism exerted any strong drive in him 
— but of his insight as a psychologist, under- 
standing what elemental forces move great 
numbers of human beings and recognising 
that his personal authority counted much 
more with many people in his party than 
commitment to its programme. 


HUMBLE ORIGINS 


Strongly implied in the class-war rhetoric 
of writers like Mr. Holland is the idea that 
Hitler somehow regarded the upper orders 
in Germany as belonging to a superior race 
over and above the working people. It should 
hardly be necessary, to show this idea up for 
the nonsense that it is, to point out that 
Hitler himself came from quite a humble 
lower middle-class family. In Mein Kampf he- 
constantly derided the more comfortably off 
sections of the German people for their 
cowardice in the face of the nation’s internal 
enemies and their neglect for the welfare of 
the masses. The conditions of the latter, it 
might be pointed out, Hitler sampled at first 
hand when living in Vienna in 1908-13, 
sometimes in work, sometimes unemployed, 
but always on the breadline. Indeed Adolf 
Hitler knew much more of the pangs of 
hunger and the disadvantages of social depriv- 
ation than Mr. Holland and the self-assured 
young scribblers of Nationalism Today. 

Then what was the reality of National 
Socialist Germany that Mr. Holland dis- 
parages as “Capitalism with jackboots”? 
First we may examine its effect on the 
German working people. Until 1933 unem- 
ployment had continually risen to a level far 
higher than that of any other European 
country, a monstrous 6 to 7 million. Within 

4 years it dropped to less than one million. 
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How did this come about? 

Certainly the industrialists played their 
part and made their profits — and why 
shouldn’t they, seeing that every part of the 


German national community benefitted at. 


the same time? Under Nazi supervision, 
however, private industry operated in a 
vastly different way to the way it does in the 
international big business world of today. 
Industry and big business became.the servant 
of the nation rather than its master. The 
German economy was transformed by the 
adoption of Nationalist principles. Goods 
which had previously been imported while 
workers were on the dole were now made in 
German factories. Agriculture was boosted 
to provide greater self-sufficiency in food as 
well as to renew the German people’s links 
with the land. Huge works of construction 
were Set in motion, the autobahns — perhaps 
the most famous of these -- being more than 
20 years ahead of the opening of the first 
motorway in Britain. 

The German worker also benefitted 
from the abolition of the old Marxist- 
dominated trade unions, in their place being 
created an entirely new concept of industrial 
relations, instituted in the form of the 
German Labour Front. This organisation 
brought together as one body all employers 
and employees, removing the “them and us” 
polarisation which weakens nations and 
whose most glaring example is to be found 
in contemporary Britain. The Kraft durch 
Freude (Strength through Joy) organisation 
was brought into being whereby entertain- 
ment and leisure, e.g. cinema, theatre and 
the arts, were subsidised to a massive scale 
by the Government and brought within easy 
reach of millions of humbler folk who never 
previously had had access to them. Mediter- 
ranean cruises at rock bottom prices for 
German working people became common- 
place, pre-dating by at least 30 years the 
availability of such holidays to the masses in 
‘liberal’? democracies. All this, however, 
seems to have passed Mr. Holland by, for I 
see no acknowledgement of it in his article. 


HIGH FINANCE AGAINST HITLER 


Finally I must ask the question: if it be 
accepted that National Socialist Germany 
was merely another creation of international 
finance, how can it be explained that within 
a few years of its foundation the new 


CLOSE TO THE 
PEOPLE 
Few national leaders 
in recent history 
were closer than 
Hitler to the 
ordinary people. 

| Here the German 
Fuhrer is seen ¢ 
talking to a group of 
German workers 

| engaged in the 

| building of the 

i stadium at 

| Nuremberg. 


Germany was embroiled in a fight for its 
very survival aginst these very same inter- 
national financial forces, mobilising as they 
did the United States, Soviet Russia and the 


‘British Empire to bring Hitler down and 


bury him? 
The conclusion must be that, far from 
being a tool of international finance 


Capitalism, Hitler and his Third Reich were 
the greatest enemies and obstacle it ever had. 

When one thinks of the millions of 
National Socialist Germans (and non- 
Germans) who fought, and in many cases 
died, for the cause of Hitler’s Reich and for 
the renewal of Europe as a whole, what is 
one to think of someone who was not even 
born while this was happening telling the 
Survivors from those millions that in effect 
they were wasting their time defending 
“Capitalism in jackboots"? 

Let me end this article by stressing that 
nowhere in it isit my purpose to suggest that 
a modern movement of British Nationalism, 
adapted to the needs of Britain and the 
British people, should necessarily be modelled 
on that of Nazi Germany. Changing times, 
and a different national tradition and out- 
look, dictate that there must be numerous 
differences in the way that we British tackle 
our contemporary problems to that employed 
by Germans of another generation. And of 
course where atrocities can be proved truth- 
fully to have occurred under National 
Socialism — as distinct from those ‘atrocities’ 
that are the creation of anti-Nazi propaganda 
— these must not ever be repeated, any more 
than we should repeat the numerous proven 
atrocities committed by the Allied powers in 
World War II, such as the Katyn Forest 
massacre and the bombing of Dresden. To 
recognise the positive and beneficial achieve- 


ments of National Socialism is not to condone 


every act ever committed in its name. 

But if we are to differ from German 
National Socialism it must be for the right 
reasons and not for the wrong reasons. It 
strikes me from Mr. Holland's diatribe that 
he has given all the wrong reasons. 

We should not become obsessed by the 
past. But we should be capable of deriving 
the right lessons from it if we are to steer the 
correct course in the future. To do this we 
must first understand what in the past 
actually did and did not happen. I am afraid 
that from the article ‘A revolution betrayed’ 
we obtain no enlightenment in this regard 
whatsoever. 


CONSERVATION: WHY SHOULD IT 


BE A LEFT-WING CAUSE? 


asks CHRISTINE SHAW 


NATIONALISTS have never been associated 
with wildlife conservation, at least in the eyes 
of the general public. I've never understood 
why. To be a Nationalist one has to love this 
great country that we live in, to feel the 
need to preserve it in all ways possible, and 
to attempt to make it as self-sufficient as 
possible. Unlike the present government and 
previous administrations of whatever shade, 
we cannot allow ourselves to be dictated to 
by outside influences; we must have: all 
possible resources under our own control. 
Make no bones about it, if a Nationalist 
government does come to power, certain 
factions both inside and outside this country 
will do all in their power to withhold the 
supplies of the things we need to live. 

Let's look at some facts and figures. 
Between the years 1976 and 1981 only £33 
million were spent on renewable energy 
resources. By renewable energy I mean wind, 
wave and solar power. It has been estimated 
by some scientists that such energy sources 
could provide as much as one fifth of our 
domestic requirements! It would seem from 
these figures that someone high up doesn’t 
want to reduce the costs to our own con- 
sumers. International finance once again 
dictates high prices and dependency on other 
countries. At the same time £221 million 
were spent on nuclear power in one year. 

If every house in Britain were to be 
made self-sufficient in energy we would not 
need any nuclear-powered reactors. Our own 


coal, oil and gas reserves would be enough 


for our needs for many years thereafter! 

It is not only energy we need to conserve 
but our own food supplies as well. I am the 
first to admit that certain crops, e.g. bananas, 
tea and coffee, could not be commercially 
grown in Britain. However, we should never 
need to import cereal crops or meat and 
dairy products. If we replanted much of the 
woodland lost over the last forty years, it 
would not be too long before we were 
independent in all timber-based products 
too! In 10 years a 50-yard section of mixed 
willow and ash hedging can produce enough 
cuttings to heat a three-bedroomed house 
for a whole year. 

There is every reason to believe that the 
problem of acid rain is caused mainly by 
sulphur emissions from fossil-powered fuel 
generators. The CEGB in all its wisdom tells 
us that to reduce these emissions would 
increase costs to the consumer by as much as 
5 per-cent. This is a load of rubbish. The 
electricity companies have been making far 
too much money for far too long. With our 
high energy costs, it is no wonder that our 
industries can’t compete on a world market. 

A nationally-owned company supplying 
a service to the consumer should benefit the 
community, providing enough profit to fund 
modernisation and a good research and 
development programme without milking 
the pockets of the rest of us. 

Pollution also has to be a major concern 


of us all. Acid rain has already decimated 
many forests in Northern Europe and is 
beginning to affect that lovely area of North 
West England — the Lake District. Acid rain 
is not the only pollutant; radio-active leaks 
from Sellafield have caused much concern, 
as have the unusually high instances of 
certain forms of cancer in the vicinity. 

Farming too has had a high cost to our 
environment. In Snowdonia alone it is 
estimated that by the late 21st céntury we 
will have lost 90 per-cent of our native broad- 
leaved woodland. Much of this has been 
caused by over-grazing by sheep. 

We are replacing trees, more often than 
not, with quick-growing foreign varieties 
rather than our native oak and ash. We must 
remember that it takes as much as 100 years 
for an oak tree to reach its full mature 
height and up to 200 years to replace itself! 
The faster growing foreign species cut out 
the light the tender growing saplings need 
and the latter subsequently die. 

It is as important to halt the growth of 
these alien species as to stop the mass immig- 
ration of alien cultures into our society. 
Sending all immigrants home is a compara- 
tively easy task which we will have to do in 
order to save our race, culture and civilis- 
ation, but it will take much more effort to 
save our heritage for our children and grand- 
children. So get involved! Conservation is far 
more appropriate as a Nationalist cause than 
as a left-wing one! 
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THE SUBVERSION OF BRITISH 
EDUCATION 


A two-part enguiry by KENNETH MeKILLIAM, B.A. Mana. 


BEFORE THE LAST WAR Britain was 
building up a sound and successful edu- 
cational system which was the enwy of the 
world. This system was based on past know- 
ledge and experience and consisted of the 
teaching of reading, writing, comprehension 
and calculation along with Religious Know- 
ledge, History and Geography. Trainee 
teachers, having gained knowledge of the 
- specific subjects in which they were to 
teach were then trained in Methodology, 
that is the way to transfer knowledge and 
skills to the pupils in their classes. | - 

It is well known that individuals differ 


mentally in the speed in which they attain, 


knowledge and in the ability to put this 
knowledge into practice. Certain people 
respond more quickly and others more 
slowly. Professor Sir Cyril Burt, a well known 
educational psychologist, using the Terman 
and Merril intelligence tests and others of his 
own devising, found that people differ in 
intelligence and that these differences were 
inherited from their ancestors and their race. 
The Eleven Plus tests were devised, since it 
had been found that about the age of 
eleven the quotient of intelligence became 
fixed although certain individuals were late 
developers and their ‘intelligence quotient 
continued to increase after the age of eleven 
years. 

Based on these findings, three types of 
schooling were established: (1) Grammar 
Schools for the more intelligent children; (2) 
Technical Schools for those more adept with 
their hands; (3) Secondary Modern Schools 
for a greater majority of the children of 
average and less than average intelligence. 

Aliens in Britain had indoctrinated a 
number of people with Marxist-Leninism 
and other destructive philosophies. Protocol 
Il of the Protocols of the Elders of Zion 
says: “For them let that play the principal 
part which we have persuaded them to 
accept as the dictates of science (theory). It 
is with this object in view that we are 


constantly, by means of the press, arousing a 


blind confidence in these theories. The 
intellectuals of the Goyim will puff them- 


selves up with their knowledge and, without | 


any logical verification, will put into effect 
all the information available from science 
(theory) which our agentur specialists have 
cunningly pieced together for the purpose of 
educating their minds in the direction we 
want.” These aliens, together with their 
dupes, attacked the new developments in 
British education because their plan was to 
reduce all mankind to a common level to 
bring in their controlled world government. 
They are relentlessly pursuing a major 
objective to capture the minds of the coming 
generations of our children, and the destruc- 
tion of the British educational system is 
part of their plan. | 

Long after his death, Sir Cyril Burt was 
falsely attacked as a cheat, and the Eleven 
Plus system was abolished; the Grammar 
Schools and the Technical Schools were 
listed to be destroyed and in their place large 
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and others when he tried to give a lecture on 
race and intelligence. 

At a Labour Party conference in.1934 
Clement Atlee stated: “We are deliberately 
putting loyalty to a world order above 
loyalty to our country.” Twenty three years 
later, in 1957, Conservative Prime Minister 
Edward Heath, was able to tell the British 
people that they must surrender some of 
their national sovereignty to an unknown 
international cabal. In the same year Lord 
Listowel said in the House of Lords: “Her 
Majesty’s government are fully in agreement 
with world government.” Protocol II states 
among other things: “In the hands of the 
states today there is a great force that creates 
movements of thought in the people, and 
that is the press... and it has fallen into our 
hands. Through the press we have gained the 
power to influence while remaining ourselves 
in the shade.” 


TEACHER TRAINING 


Protocol IX goes on to say: “V 
fooled, bemused and corrupted the youth of 
the Goyim by rearing them in principles and 
theories which are known to us to be false 
although it is by us that they have been incul- 
cated.” Protocol III says: “The Goyim have 
lost the habit of thinking unless prompted 


— by the suggestions of our specialists.” 


At the present time teachers do not 
appear to be taught Methodology. They are 
taught Sociology, Psychology, Liberal Studies 


and other similar subjects. Emphasis seems | 
to be centred on the Russian Revolution and © 


“We have 


the establishment of the revolutionaries as 
comprehensive schools were to be established. 
The Labour Minister of Education of 
the day, Fred Mulley, attempted to force all 
the county councils to establish compre- 
hensive schools throughout their areas. Even 
the Science Research Council became. 
vulnerable to political influence and Professor 
Hans Eysenck was beaten up by students 
the heroes of the modern world. Emphasis is 
also on racial mixing and on what is termed 
‘The Third World’. A case is being made that 
the white race is responsible for world 
poverty, which is nonsense. It will be noted 
that the national press and the television 
screen are giving prominence to this rubbish. 
The people of the Third World are responsible 
for their own poverty by their lethargy and 
their inability to comprehend modern know- 
ledge. They are sitting on untold quantities 
of natural wealth but have not the ability nor 
the inclination to turn this into real wealth. 
The Daily Telegraph of 12.8.73 and 


13.8.73 reported that a Mrs. Nutter, a nature 


trainee teacher at the Middlesex Polytechnic 
administered by the Department of Education 
stated that she had to answer the following 
questions: (1) You are a tube of tooth paste; 
how does this help you to become a teacher? 
(2) A completely new disease is making 
peoples’ skins leak; devise remedies. (3) You 
are an invisible lollypop man responsible for 
the safety of children at a level crossing; how 
do you do your job? Lectures were given in 
‘Being Natural’, Drug Taking, and Witchcraft. 
Books were left about attacking the school 
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system and proclaiming ‘children’s rights’. 
Mrs. Nutter said that the course was a waste 
of time, with its indoctrination in revo- 
lutionary ideas by red disrupters at the head 
of training departments. Teachers were not 
taught how to cope with class problems and 
discipline nor given practical advice. It was 
simple anarchy and students were left in 
confusion. It was stated that there was too 
much theoretical talk and not enough prac- 
tical experience of teathing under tuition. 

The Rev. Krister Ottosson, educational 
secretary of the British Council of Churches 
stated that teachers should be trained to give 
religious education in all faiths and that there 
should be courses in multi-faith worship. 
Margaret Thatcher, then Educational Secre- 
tary of the government, privately supported 
this suggestion. The teachings of the Jew, 
Dr. Spock, and his methods were responsible 
for student mobs and rebellion and for the 
total breakdown of discipline with violence 
and dishonesty in many of Britain's schools. 

The Daily Telegraph of 6th February 
1977 stated: “Young inexperienced teachers 
are expected to use untried ‘trendy’ methods 
in which they do not believe.” This was 
reported by the 100,000 strong National 
‘Association of Schoolmasters. A number of 
teacher trainers have never done a day’s 
‘classroom teaching or have failed in this 
activity. "If you can’t do, teach. If you can't 
teach, teach teachers.” 

The failure to train the right kind of 
people as teachers and of selecting unsuitable 
and innumerate persons for teacher training 
has led to poor teaching, inaccurate spelling, 
lack of punctuation, inability to write 
sentences correctly and lack of knowledge of 
history. Communist teachers, some even 
with criminal records, are being allowed to 
teach in certain schools. Many teachers are 
ignorant of their subjects and depend upon 
guess work. Experts have visited 18 West 
Sussex primary schools and found that 
teachers were lacking in the basic teaching 
techniques and barely able to teach children 
their two-times table. Homosexuals had 
become heads of colleges and courses. It was 
found that some teachers were using Russian 
teaching material in their classes. 

Certificate of Secondary Education 
examiners in their confidential reports stated 
that pupils were being fed wrong information 
by politically biased teachers. Max Morris, a 
Jewish vice chairman of examining boards, 
defended these teachers. 


METHODS OF EDUCATION 


Protocol XVI of The Protocols of the 
Elders of Zion states: “The system of bridling 
thought is already at work in the so-called 
system of teaching by object lessons, the 
purpose of which is to turn the Goyim into 
unthinking, submissive brutes, waiting for 
things to be presented before their eyes in 
order to form an idea of them... In France 
one of our best agents, Bourgeois (a nickname 
for Jean Piaget) has already made public a 
new programme of teaching by object 
lessons.” The object lesson is now being used 
in Our primary schools and in some secondary 
schools and involves presenting objects to 
the pupils and letting them form their own 
ideas about them. 

A member of the National Foundation 
for Educational Research, Dr. Bryant, experi- 
mented with 160 working class children in 


nursery and infant schools in the Cowley 
area of Oxford and he came up with the 
results that were a major blow to the theories 
of Professor Jean Piaget, the Swiss psycho- 
logist whose ‘informal’ or Discovery methods 
had been used for nearly three decades. 
These progressive ideas about educational 
methods had appeared in the left wing 
publication Oz (5.9.71) and the theories of 
Dr. Vinh Bang and Ken Fugleman were 
proved to be fraudulent. 

The Daily Telegraph (2.5.72) reported 
that both parents and teachers attacked the 
method of' learning by discovery, holding 
that children needed to be taught, and not 
allowed to find out things for themselves. 
This self-centered approach fostered vandal- 
ism, truancy and indiscipline, and so a 
£30,000 inquiry was launched into the 
methods of ‘Teaching by Discovery’. The 
National Association for Remedial Education 
blamed the inadequacy of the educational 
system in the primary schools for illiteracy. 

It was found that children’s reading 
standards had not improved in the past ten 
years and that many 15-year-olds in 1973 
had the same reading ability as a 9-year-old 


in 1958. Dr. Marion Black, an educational 


psychologist, stated that freeplay and 
discovery methods had no beneficial effect 
on the child. 

On 6.11.76 The Daily Telegraph stated: 
“Four years of discovery method had failed 
to lead children to a simple method of 
calculation," and on 1.1.77 there appeared 
in an article entitled ‘Poor Language Results’: 
“Errors in the English language have reached 
epidemic proportions among 100,000 ‘O’ 


level English language candidates.” In a report: 


in the same paper on 31.1.77 it was stated 
that pupils were unable to do basic sums. 
Professor David Bartlett stated that the 
Imperial system of weights and measures was 
far superior to the metric system and com- 
plaints were made in 1979 by Dr. John 
Warren of Brunel University about thousands 
of errors in scientific text books which gave 
students wrong basic scientific principles. 


DESTRUCTION OF BOOKS AND 
LITERATURE 


University and college lecturers are 
responsible for suggesting books to be read 
in conjunction with the lectures they give. 
University book shops are now concentrating 
on trendy left-wing books and fringe public- 
ations. Textbooks on medicine are out of 
date. The University Grants Committee, 
which makes grants for the extension of 
university and college libraries, has given 
orders to vice-chancellors to get rid of old 
and less used books in their libraries and to 
make room for new publications. The Grants 
Committee can refuse funds to universities 
which do not comply. 


RACE AND EDUCATION 


There is a low achievement in education 
by West Indian children. It has been found 
that Caribbean children in infant schools are 
withdrawn and educationally. disturbed: 


many are in schools for the sub-normal. 
Because of this under achievement, many 
black children are disruptive in schools. 

In The Daily Telegraph of March 3rd 
1978 it was stated that West Indian children 
were usually bottom of the class. Tests in 


reading have shown that the children of 
unskilled working class parents: are able to 
perform at a significantly higher level than 


children of West Indian origin. The same 
goes for mathematics, 


English and verbal 
reasoning. In English, children of West 
Indian origin scored 9.2 points compared 
with 19.3 points by Asian children and 25 
points by indigenous white children. This 
report was written by Professor Little, former 
director of the Commission for Racial 
Equality. — therefore hardly likely to be 
accused of ‘racialist’ bias! 

In order to counteract these findings, 
scores of Jewish ‘educationalists’ came to 
the rescue of the young Blacks so determined . 
are they to interbreed the indigenous popu- 
lation with the Negroes and Asiatics. The 
Negroes and Asiatics must be shown to be 
equal to the Anglo-Saxons and Celts, for 
control of the Goyim by mongrelisation is 
the overall plan. Those who control the 
minds of the idiots who supervise our 
educational system have mounted a concerted 
attack upon the late Professor Sir Cyril Burt, 
an educational psychologist who has shown 
that mental differences are inherited. The 
Jews have had one of their number look into 
the matter and he has put forward the 
‘finding’ that West Indian girls are better at 
school subjects than those of any other race 
despite the overwhelming evidence to the 
contrary. Were such a claim true, Whites 
would now be crowding into Caribbean 
countries looking for jobs, instead of West 
Indians doing so here. 

Because immigrant children are doing so 
badly at examinations, the Jew, Dr. Leslie 


' Cohen, Vice Chairman of the Association for 


the Advancement of State Education, states 
that he wants examinations abolished 
altogether and a certificate of assessment to 
be given rather than an ‘O’ level or an ‘A’ 
level examination certificate. He should try 
this first in the Jewish schools to see whether 
it works. | can guarantee that Jewish Bates 
will not like it! 


POSITIVE DISCRIMINATION 


Because of so many Negroes’ inability 
to attain the standards required for our own 
race to hold positions, especially in the 
public service and the police force, especially 
favourable treatment is now being given to 
black children who fail educationally: for 
grants to go to college; thus they receive 
‘positive discrimination’. This was thought 
out by the Jews in the United States and 
imported here. The required standards are 
lowered for the Blacks. The police forces 
now accept lower standards in education for 
black recruits. In schools where there is a 
black immigrant majority the Schools 
Council has reported that the white minority 
is being neglected. 

To enforce race mixing, ite attack is 
oniy made on white Northern Europeans; 
the Chinese are against race mixing, the 
Japanese are against it; the Indians have a 
caste system to protect their castes and this. 
system is based on racial differences, although 
Asian men will use European girls for experi- 
ence. The. Jews likewise have their own 
cultural system and their own schools and 
are against race mixing — but the Jews are 
foremost in attempting to force the white 
race to interbreed with other races. 
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DISHONOURED FOE 


Book review by RONALD RICKCORD 


DONITZ: THE LAST FUHRER by Peter 
Padfield, Victor Gollancz, Price £12.95. 


THE READER is given fair warning of Peter 
Padfield's political outlook in the first 


paragraph of the Introduction to his bio- 


graphy of Grand Admiral Karl Donitz, in 
which he writes that race is “about as 
relevant to a man’s thoughts and acts as the 
colour of his eyes.” Despite this and similar 
gems, and the general lack of objectivity that 
pervades the book, it makes fascinating 
reading, even if one has to take much of it 
with a pinch of salt. — 

But the book has other failings: there 
are too many grammatical and typographical 
errors; the inadequate “Select” Index seems 
to be little more than a list of those persons 
or things which are of interest to the author; 
and there is acomplete dearth of information 
concerning some of the more interesting 
personalities who crop up in the book. For 
instance, I would like to know much more 
about the British Admiral Limpus Pasha who 
was responsible for training the Turkish 
Navy in the years before the outbreak of the 
First World War; but all Padfield tells us 
about him is that he was "a capable and 
conscientious but at that time worn-down 
Englishman badly needing a rest .. .” 

So far as I am aware, Mr. Padfield’s 
book is the first major account of Donitz's 
life. It therefore deserves, faute de mieux, to 
be read by those who are interested in un- 
ravelling the truth about the catastrophic 
events which tore Europe apart during the 
first half of the present century. 

Karl Dönitz was born near Berlin in 
1891. His father was an engineer employed 
by Zeiss, the world-famous makers of optical 
instruments. Although his mother died when 
he was only three, he had a happy childhood 
and was particularly attached to his father, 
who never re-married. Being a bright lad, the 
young Dönitz had little difficulty in getting 
accepted for training as an officer cadet in the 
Kaiserliche Marine, despite the disadvantage 
of his lower middle-class background. During 
the tough training that followed, he was an 
outstandingly successful student, an early 
promise that he was destined to fulfil con- 
spicuously throughout his long naval career. 


RIVALRY AT SEA 


The early years of Donitz's career were 
marked by the increasingly intense naval 
rivalry between Great Britain and Germany. 
Without the guiding and moderating influence 
of a Bismarck, the erratic and vainglorious 
Kaiser Wilhelm II eagerly sought to obtain 
for Germany a continental hegemony, to be 
followed, so he hoped, by Germany’s 
elevation to the status of a world power, 
from which position she would be able to 
challenge Britain’s invincibility. However, 
such an ambitious scheme stood no chance 
of success so long as Britannia ruled the 
waves. The Kaiser therefore turned to the 
naval strategist, Admiral Alfred von Tirpitz, 
giving him instructions that he was to build a 
fleet capable of defeating the Royal Navy. 
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The creation of the expanding and 
modern German Navy that resulted from this 
policy, provided the young and ambitious 
Dönitz with the prospect of just the sort of 
adventurous career he was looking for. He 
won rapid promotion and the outbreak of 
war in 1914 found him serving as a junior 
officer in the crack cruiser Breslau stationed 
in the Adriatic. Fortunately for his future 
career, the Breslau succeeded in evading the 
Royal Navy Mediterranean Fleet and escaped 
via the Dardenelles into the Black Sea, where 
Dönitz gained much useful experience in 
actions against the very inferior Russian 
Navy. In 1915 Donitz was ordered back to 
Germany to undergo training as a U-boat 
officer. This proved to be the turning point 
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of his career. 

It was in the submarine service that 
Dönitz discovered his true vocation; and it 
was as a submarine officer that he was given 
his first real opportunity to show his mettle. 
His undoubted personal courage and dynamic 
leadership soon set him apart from other 
U-boat officers, so it was not very long 
before he was given his first command. 


EFFECTS OF BLOCKADE 


Britain’s naval blockade, which was 
intended to starve the Germans into sub- 
mission, caused great distress and misery 
throughout Germany and unleashed among 
Germans a hatred for Britain and her allies 
which everyone who cherishes his native 
land and loves its people will readily under- 
stand. Mr. Padfield quotes a typical statement 
made at that time by a German chief petty 
officer: 

“When I travelled about on leave and so often 
saw children whose angel souls shone through 
their pale, starved bodies, or soldiers themselves 
but: skin and bone, carrying their last loaves 
home to their wives whose hour had nearly 
come, I was seized with fury against this in- 
human enemy who had cut off Germany’s food 
imports.” 

What husband or father of any race or 
nationality can be blamed for harbouring 
sentiments such as these? It was in these 
circumstances that the attitude towards 
Britain of many of Dönitz’s fellow sub- 
mariners was formed — like that of the legend- 
ary U-boat ace, Walter Forstmann, who came 
to believe that Germany’s salvation lay in an 
unrestricted U-boat campaign which, he 
believed, had the wholehearted support of 
the German people. Forstmann forthrightly 
proclaimed: “We are going to meet our 
enemies with the same harshness and lack of 
consideration as they have shown us .. .” 
Such reasoning is entirely understandable: it 
is precisely the same reasoning which, some 
_ 67 years later, more than justified the 
sinking of the General Belgrano. 

It is hardly surprising that Donitz's 
experiences in the. First World War resulted 
in his patriotic fervour, his hatred for Britain, 
and his combative spirit. Can he really be 
blamed for feeling as he did? 

It was for his aggressive no-holds-barred 
attitude towards the navies and merchant 
Shipping of the Allies during the Second 
World War that Dönitz was ostensibly 
indicted by the farcical and unconstitutional 
Nuremberg International War Crimes 
Tribunal set up after the war to try and 
punish the more eminent supporters of 
Adolf Hitler. However, despite the indict- 
ments, Donitz was not arraigned for his 
alleged naval misdemeanours, but on account 
of his unrepentant support for Hitler, who 
had chosen him as his successor. 


SAME TACTICS 


How could it be otherwise? For the 
tactics adopted by U-boat commanders had 
been exactly those used by the allied navies. 
As for the atrocities that German submariners 
were alleged to have committed, they were 
certainly no worse than, for instance, the 
Allies’ wholesale staughter of German sailors 
swimming towards the Norwegian shore 
after their ships had been sunk at Narvik. By 
_its very nature submarine warfare is a dirty 


business; but there is no evidence that the 
German submariners fought any dirtier than 
their British counterparts, and they certainly 
fought a cleaner war than American and 
Japanese submariners. 

Even worse for the Allies’ reputation 
than Narvik was the attempt to saddle 
Dönitz with responsibility for the death toll 
that occurred in September 1942 when the 
British troopship, Laconia, carrying Italian 
prisoners of war, was sunk by U-156 in the 
South Atlantic. On being told of the large 
numbers of survivors in the water, Donitz 
sent a signal ordering two other U-boats in 
the vicinity to give immediate assistance to 
U-156. in its efforts to rescue the survivors. 
He also ordered the captain of U-156 to send 
a message en clair guaranteeing the safety of 
any allied vessel that provided assistance. 
The response to this humanitarian act was 
that a USAF Liberator bomber attacked the 
surfaced U-156 from a height of 200 feet, 
even though it was conspicuously flying the 
Red Cross. In the event U-156 sustained sub- 
stantial damage, and it is not surprising that 
Dönitz called off. the rescue and thereafter 
forbade any rescue operations tnag imperilled 
his submarines. 

Mr. Padfield does not a that the 
perpetrators of the Laconia atrocity should 
have been tried as war criminals; but he has 
no gualms about the victors charging the 
vanquished with contravening retrospectively 
enacted laws, arguing that not to have 
charged them “would have been a greater 
dereliction and offence than to enact retro- 
spective laws or upset the western legal 
system.” So much for justice! 


‘CHARGES’ AGAINST DONITZ 


Dönitz stood trial charged with (1) con- 
spiring to wage aggressive war; (2) waging 
ageressive war; and (3) war crimes. He was 
found not guilty on the first charge, but 
guilty on the other two. 

The Tribunal had little option but to 
find him not guilty on the first charge as 
there was no evidence that he had conspired 
to wage war, which is hardly surprising since 
he had been in a relatively subordinate 
position prior to the outbreak of hostilities. 
Regarding the second charge, it is difficult to 
comprehend how anyone can wage war 
other than aggressively; to wage it any other 
way surely invites defeat. As for the third 
charge, it seems that Donitz’s “‘war crimes”’ 
amounted to little more than the undoubted 
success of the U-boat offensive against allied 
Shipping during the early period of, his 
leadership, and-the orders relating to the 
rescue of enemy survivors that he gave to his 
submarine commanders following the 
Laconia affair. 

It is significant that no less a person 
than Admiral Chester Nimitz, C-in-C of US 
naval forces in the Pacific throughout the 
war, has admitted that an unrestricted sub- 
marine campaign was US policy from the 
first day of her entry into the war. 
Unrestricted submarine warfare in the 
Skagerrak was also Britain’s declared policy 
from May 1940 onwards. | 

Unlike the hapless Donitz, neither 
Admiral Nimitz nor the British naval com- 
manders concerned had to suffer the indignity 
of being hauled before asham court convened 
at the behest of Bolsheviks and Jews who 


were anxious to find scapegoats to blame for 
the bloodbath they had themselves unleashed 
on mankind. It must have been some consol- 
ation to Dönitz that not all his former 
enemies acted dishonourably towards him. 
Admiral Nimitz submitted an affidavit to the 
Tribunal in which he declared that “as a 
general rule United States submarines did 
not rescue enemy survivors if by doing so 
the vessels were exposed to unnecessary or 
additional risk.” And after the announcement 
of the sentences, more than 100 American 
and British naval officers sent letters to the 
Tribunal deploring the verdict and claiming 
that both Donitz and his former boss, Grand 
Admiral Erich Raeder, had acted honourably. 
Mr. Padfield conveniently fails to mention 
this in his book. 


LACK OF OBJECTIVITY 


Why is it that Padfield is so lackingiin 
objectivity and so virulently opposed to 
Dönitz throughout his book? Perhaps the 
answer lies in the fact that Dönitz was a 
patriot, nationalist and self-declared ‘racialist’. 
It may also be that since the publishing 
industry in Britain is almost wholly Jewish- 
owned and controlled, and since Donitz was 
not a man to mince matters when it came to 
discussing the world’s self-chosen people, the 
book would have stood no chance of being 
published had it not been regarded as a 
suitable and successful exercise in character 
assassination. 

Throughout the book Mr. Padfield 
frequently refers to Dönitz’s ‘racialism’ and 
‘anti-Semitism’. He makes much of the 
following statement made by Dönitz shortly 
after the attempt on Hitler's life in 1944: © 


“I would rather eat earth than that my grand- 
son should be brought up and become poisoned 
in the Jewish spirit and filth, and that the 
cleanliness of today’s public art, culture and 
education, which we now all regard as obvious 

. should come into Jewish hands again.’ 


PROPHETIC WORDS 


Amen to that! Perhaps I may be allowed 
to quote one other utterance made by Donitz 
towards the end of the war. Speaking about 
Britain, he said: 

"On the other side stands the hate-blinded 
Churchill, the gravedigger of English power, 
who entered the war in order to preserve the 
balance of power and pledge himself to the 
freedom of small nations. What now remains of 
this balance of power, and where has the free- 
dom of small nations gone?" 

Those of us who have ljved to see the 
destruction of the British Empire and the 
subjugation of small nations like Hungary, 
Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, the Ukraine, 
Afghanistan — and others too numerous to 
mention will readily agree that those 
words were truly prophetic. 

Like the continued incarceration of the. 
ageing Rudolf Hess in Spandau prison, the 
trial and conviction of Karl, Donitz at 
Nuremburg is a stain on our national honour 
because our country participated in that 
vindictive and disgusting spectacle. Let us 
hope that one day we will have a government 
that will have the courage and humanity to 
do what it can to make amends to the 
memory of a valiant and dishonoured foe. 
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REFLECTIONS FROM THE 


DOLE QUEUE 


KEN USH ER writes as a victim of the intemationalist economic system 


FAILURE to cure mass unemployment isa 
failure of Conservative and Labour policies, 
nothing else. These two so-called 'caring' 
parties have left millions of Britons to rot — 
including great numbers of young people 
who as yet have not found employment; 
people who are in their prime and who could 
contribute greatly to the country's wealth 
are being thrown onto the scrapheap, a 
scrapheap which is getting bigger and bigger 
as the years go by. Both establishment parties 
show scant regard to this important section 
of our white society; all they do is try to 
placate the unemployed with promises that 
their policies make it impossible for them to 


keep. People have only short. memories, but 


it wasn’t too long ago that Labour was 
dealing with two million people on the dole. 
The Tories used this unemployment crisis to 
attain power, to con the people into believing 
that they had all the answers. The people 
believed them and elected them to power 
and now we have three, maybe four million 
British people out of work. 

It has been my considered judgement 
that those in our community who are lucky 
enough to have employment do not really 
undarstand what it is like being without 
employment. | once was like so many people 
who couldn't really grasp what it was like to 
be unemployed; though not having the best 
paid job in the world, | was to all intents and 
purposes in a bubble as far as understanding 
life on the dole was concerned. While 
employed, | could go out whenever | liked; | 
could do anything | wanted to do; no barrier 
stood in my way because | had enough cash 
left over after paying the bills to enable me 
to do the things | wished to do. However, 
after over one year on the dole, my prospects 
of employment are very dim indeed, especi- 
ally in Liverpool, one of the worst areas for 
unemployment in Europe. 


HOLLOWNESS 


| felt a hollowness inside me when | was . 


informed that | was to be made redundant. 


It was something which | couldn't really 


adapt to right away: it was such a shock. 
Those who have experienced redundancy 
will know the feeling: the feeling of having 
thought “it couldn't hit me,” then realising 
that it has. In a company which is planning 
to make a number of its workers redundant 
they tend to hide the fact that they are 
planning any large-scale redundancies at all. 
Management colludes with union and the 
workers are kept for the most part in the 
dark concerning their future. Rumour and 
counter-rumour start to fly around the shop 
floor in the process of workers trying to find 
out what is going on. Workmates laugh and 
joke at the prospects of a future of unem- 
ployed nothingness. Then after a few weeks 
individual workers are taken into the 
manager's office and told their fate. Details 
of redundancy pay are given to the employee 
but very little is understood, because uf till 
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THE OUEUE FOR WORK 
Few understand the demoralisation 


then the employee has held out false hope of 
employment survival. Within a matter of 
minutes it is all over, with just a chegue in 
one hand and nothing else but promises, like 
“if it gets any better, you will be the first we 
will call.” This seems cruel compensation for 
having spent a large number of years with 
the company, making many friends. 
After one gets the “golden handshake” 
r “pay off”, the next step is the unemploy- 
ment office, handing over one's P.45 to the 
DHSS and filling out many forms which the 
Department of Employment asks one to do. 
This in itself is a degrading and low point in 
one’s life. Then once every two weeks one 
has to go through the terrible experience of 


“signing on” with one’s fellow unemployed. 


It is like another world. How a society can 
just throw any person onto the unemploy- 


- ment register when that person is in his or 


her prime is beyond my understanding. In 
this once fair city of Liverpool you have to 
queue in some cases just to “sign on” so that 
you can claim your Giro chegue every two 
weeks. Liverpool is now officially known as 
"Giro city’’ because there are so many 
people receiving unemployment benefit, and 
not because they want it but because work is 
more or less non-existent. Of course there 
are people who, if there was work available, 
would still want to claim unemployment 
benefit and | hope that when a Nationalist 


government has power and employment is 


plentiful these spongers get a taste: of real 
hardship. However, the majority of people in 
this city desperately want employment, any 
employment. 


BOREDOM 


To say you get bored in unemployment 
would be an understatement; after paying 
your bills you barely have enough to survive 
in the most basic form. Personal enjoyment is 


out because you don't have the money to go 
out. To those of us who through no fault of 
our own are cast onto the dole, either by 
redundancy or another form, the experience 
is heartbreaking. | have no sympathy for any 
person who gets the sack from his job because 
of misconduct or incompetence. That sort of 
person should not in a future Nationalist 
state expect to be pampered by the state. Of 
course a tribunal would have to be set up to 
determine whether the employer was right in 
his judgement to give the person the sack, 
but if the tribunal upholds the employer and 
his actions the state should make sure that 
person gets minimum help, and this will no 
doubt give the said person a better attitude 
when he finds other employment. 

It is only those who are unemployed at 
the present time who really understand how 
we are being conned by the establishment 
parties. Those parties do not have a construc- 
tive idea amongst themselves on how to cure 
mass unemployment; the last time they tried 
to cure. it was to start a World War with 
Germany, sending the very best of our white 
youth to destroy each other on the battle- 
fields of Europe. Then as well as now, they 
had no idea on how to cure unemployment; 
their Internationalist ideology offers no 
hope for the lost millions who now languish 
on the dole, resentful of being put there, 
resentful of present-day political hacks in 
the Houses of Parliament who have no 
solution. They are without ideas and do not 
know which way to turn, so we hear them — 
on the television and radio pontificating in 
the most ridiculous ways, blaming the 
recession, or some other mythical term. 
They fail as they always have failed because 
it is their internationalist system, which they 
uphold like a sacred cow, which is the cause 
of massive unemployment. All this rubbish 
about ‘free trade’ is just a smokescreen, 
hiding the cure for unemployment which 
can only come if Britain is out of the inter- 
nationalist system. Only when Britain gains 
her economic independence can any real 
solution to unemployment be found. 


THE ONLY SOLUTION 


Only Nationalism can get Britain out of 
this terrible economic mess; it is only through 
Nationalism can we get out of a system 
which cares little for people but a lot for 
profit. Internationalism is a dogma which 
has quite clearly failed this country. In 
today’s world profit has become the God, 
every employer running in a mad rush to 
make a quick buck. Today money is every- 
thing to everybody; nobody cares about 
people anymore. 

Our society has become a hard and 
heartless society. Our old folk are left to be 
beaten up by evil thugs, or left to die in a 
hard winter, not having enough coal to put 
on the fire, or not having enough money to 
keep up with the ever increasing rise in 
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JOB DESTROYERS 
Manufactured imports, welcomed by Tory 
and Labour governments alike, are killing 
industry in Britain and delivering millions of 
British workers to unemployment and despair. 


Japanese-made cameras and motor-cycles 


(above and lower right) and Dutch-made 
heavy trucks (upper right) are typical 
examples. 
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prices. Our society has become a society 


which is purely based on crass materialism; 
everything else taking second place. Material 
luxuries are the basic objectives of most 
people today. Community, as in the past, is 
dead; our people are housed in fifteen-storey 
flats — and badly constructed ones at that. 
Those of us unlucky enough to be unem- 
ployed see all this around us, the grossness 
of everything, the big scramble for material 
wealth; only those of us who have not got 
such wealth really understand what is going 
on. Let it be said that we are not against 
people for having wealth as such but the 
people who do have wealth today almost 
without exception are apathetic as to what 
is going on; they sit back and watch the 
racial destruction of the white people of this 
country without lifting a finger to oppose it. 

So long as the present International 
system is in control, | foresee unemployment 
rising to many more millions, many more of 
our people without hope or a future and our 
country continuing its decline. 

Most people fail to see that this didis 
is a controlled affair brought about by 
sinister men in power pulling the purse 
strings. More and more must we get the facts 
out, so that the whole of our population 
knows what is going on and what is needed 
before we can climb out of the mess which 
faces us today. Only by future leadership 
with Nationalism in the forefront can we 
testore real employment to the people of 
this country. Only by defeating once and for 
all the internationalist ideas which plague’ 
Britain can we find sound economic policies 
for National recovery and survival for 
when it is all added up survival is what we 
are fighting for. It will be a long fight, but 
it is a fight we can and must win! 


THE THUNDERBOLT: A hard-hitting - 
monthly paper for American and other 

- white race patriots. Sample copy for 
90p from PO Box 1211, Marietta, Ga. 
30061, U.S.A. 


Our magazine, though it believes in :acial 
differences, opposes race-hatred. Alf those who 
oppose multi-racialism should attack the poli- 
ticians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. 


Spearhead is available from aur office to those who wish to ensure obtaining copies for themselves. 
every month and to those who wish to obtain quantities for redistribution. 

Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take outa subseription by filling 
in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or postal order for the amount applicable. 
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The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick in box where applicable) : — 

British Isles: £8.00 L Overseas unsealed surface mail: £8.80 LJ Overseas sealed surface mail: £10.85 O 
_ Unsealed air-mail Middle East: £11.80 LJ Unsealed air-mail Canada, USA, South America and . 

Africa: £13.40 [|] Unsealed air-mail Australia, New Zealand, Far East: £14.30 O 


Please note: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling; if remittance is in over- 
seas currency, an additional charge of £3 is required in the case of cheques and 50p in the case of 
banknotes, these going to pay banker’s commission. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows: - 


10-19 copies: 40p ea.; 20-49 copies: 36p ea.; 50-99 copies: 30p ea.; 100-199 copies: 26p ea.: 
200-400 .copies: 22p ea.; 500 copies or over: 20p ea. (For advice on postal rates, please contact 
our office). 


All cheques or postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: Seacroft, Westbourne 
Villas, Hove, Sussex. 
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SIR: The present. state of the trade union 
movement in Britain presents a good oppor- 
tunity to lay the foundations for the future 


road trade unions should take. All serious 
Nationalists are aiming to achieve power, so 
we must prepare the way now. The trade 
union movement has over the years been 
highjacked by the left to a large extent and 
the Marxist/lefttist influence has of course 
had an impact on the Labour Party, which 
from time to time forms the government of 
our nation. 

This situation must not only be reversed, 
but a large part of the trade union movement 
must and can be channelled along the 
nationalist road. Only by inside agitation 
and persuasion will this ever be possible. As 
a trade unionist myself for many years and 
at one time active within the trade union 
movement, I have had first-hand experience 
of how the left works to undermine the 
_ unions for their own political ends, and they 
have succeeded. 

All nationalist trade unionists should 
organise on a national scale to co-ordinate 
trade union activities, and an appointed 
national organiser who is able to hold 
meetings and give guidance on trade union 
affairs should be appointed at national level 
within the nationalist movement. 

The Marxist/communists must be beaten 
at their own game, so that some time in the 
future Nationalists will be in a position to re- 
form and re-organise the trade union move- 
ment. We are not in business to make things 
easy for the Tory Party in their dealings with 
the trade unions, but it is vital that wé gain 
support of as much of the trade union move- 
ment as possible along with other sections of 
the British nation. This must be done in a 
positive, consistent and organised manner. 
Bulletins, leaflets and other forms of propa- 
ganda need to be continually put into the 
- hands of rank-and-file trade unionists showing 
them that there is an alternative to the 
present state of affairs. This alternative must 
also show them on which side their bread is 
buttered. 

R. RHODES, 
Staverton, Glos. 


SIR: Apropos your article in May’s Spearhead 
on the Welfare State, I detect what I believe 
to be two basic weaknesses in the arguments 
employed in the article. Firstly, welfare pay- 
ments need not, should not, and must not, 
be financed out of taxation receipts.Secondly, 
I query your failure to question the, at 
present, almost universally accepted view 
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that the right to life is conferred by employ- 
ment, if not one’s own, someone else’s. 

Welfare payments, along with all other 
community responsibilities such as defence, 
transport, education, water supply, sewerage, 
etc., should be “financed” ‘as a first and 
direct charge against society’s economic 
capacity to produce the necessary goods and 
services. Society should not also have to 
provide the means of access. (money, taxes) 
to those goods and services. Providing that 
access should be nothing more complex than 
an administrative responsibility of the elected 
government. It should not be the financial 
obligation of the governed community, over 
and above its economic obligation to provide 
the necessary goods and services. 

It never has been a valid objective of 
any sound socio-economic structure to 
provide employment. That sole valid objec- 
tive has always been to make the optimum 
use of all available physical resources to 
provide the highest possible standard of 
living for all with the least possible physical 
effort. This objective remains valid no 
matter how much the pseudo-moralists may 
wring their hands and tear their hair in 
despair as they pontificate about the devil 
finding evil work for idle hands to do! The 
fact that in the past full employment was 
necessary to achieve this objective must not 
be allowed to blind us to the fact that this is 
no longer so. Our economic policies have got 
to be adapted to acknowledge the dis- 
employing. factor inherent in modern pro- 
duction technology. 

With these views I reject out of hand 
your “self-evident truth” that “the surest 
way to guarantee a decent life to those of 
our citizens -who have served their stint and 
earned a secure retirement is to have the 
greatest possible number of younger people 
working and supporting them." 


VICTOR ROBB, 
Ipswich, Qld., Australia 


SIR: I read with great interest Mr. Tyndall’s 
article on Mosley. 

‘It is, of course, quite ridiculous to 
pretend that Mosley did not fully under- 
stand the “Jewish Problem”. 

It was nothing to do with a potential 
war with Germany. He said himself that 
when he started the Blackshirts he hardly 
realised there was a Jewish question. But 
shrieking Jews on the pavements of the East 
End at our marches and pressure by Jewish 
interests on the Press soon acquainted him 
of the true situation. 

He called them a “nation within a 
nation.” Investigations were made as to the 
possibility of deporting them to Madagaskar. 
Mosley probably did not have a gut hatred 
of them like Mick Clarke and William Joyce. 
Mick Clarke had had his pregnant wife 
attacked by Jews and he lived in the East 
End among them. William Joyce, of course, 
hated the ground they walked on. | 
remember him describing in Action the 
attendance at a meeting as about 300 souls 
and 25 Jews. His last published words, 
smuggled out of the gaol the night before his 
meeting with the hangman, were: “In death 
as in life I defy the Jews.” 

After the war, however, Mosley was 
advocating “Europe a Nation.” He must still 
have had some hope of being a political 
force in Europe, and it was very clear that 


this was not a time to come out with an anti- 
Jewish campaign. He, therefore, trimmed his 
sails to suit the prevailing winds. It is ques- 
tionable whether this volte-face was worthy 
of this great man. 

EX-18b 


SIR: Please don’t let folk bang the British 
Israel believers too hard. These people are 
passionately nationalistic and patriotic. Isam 
trying to get them to support the BNP as the 
only decent Nationalist party in the country. 
Brigadier George Wilson was very critical of 
the latter in a recent Spearhead and wanted 
us to reply. This I have done. Of course I 
realise that there are many who feel that we 
are a bogus organisation; this is understand- 
able in a society with so many points of view 
going about and so many ideas being propa- 
gated. It is up to societies such as ours to 
substantiate our beliefs. This of course will 
not be done by the anti-white, anti-British 
press of this country. 
KENNETH McKILLIAM, 
Lympne, Kent 
SIR: In the press the day after the Brighton 
bombing, one headline stands out more 
clearly than anything else: “In democracy, 
total security is impossible,” a quote from a 
Mr. Roger Birch, Chief Constable of Sussex. 
Also worth noting is a quote from Lord 
Gerry Fitt, former Northern Ireland MP: 
“This Would not have happened in Russia or 
in a totalitarian state, but we live in a 
democracy.” 

Is this to say democracy has failed, or 
that we must tolerate horror and bombs just 
for the sake of the most misused word in 
any language? 

If this word has failed in all its way out 
meanings, then the time has come to change 
the system and to remove the word from all 
dictionaries and langtiages. If safety means a 
form of totalitariantsm (most preferably 
Nationalistic) then so be it. 

. R. B. PARTRIDGE, 
Ruislip, Middlesex 


SIR: Judging by the letters section in the 
latest issue of Spearhead, the Christian 
religion and its relationship to Nationalism 
has aroused some interest, three out of five 
letters being devoted to this subject. There is 
a particularly apt letter from Prof. R. P. 
Oliver on the dangers of fundamentalism. 

This letter struck a chord in me because 
recently I have been having a series of dis- 
cussions (mainly to sharpen my debating 
skills) with a fundamentalist who is also an 
internationalist. What has horrified me about 
his beliefs is the basis of pure fatalism in 
relation to the future of mankind. He believes 
that Armageddon is fast approaching and 
that they, the fundamentalists, will be 
whisked out of harm’s way to heaven until 
the earth is purged of unbelievers. They will 
then be returned to earth to rule over the 
Millennium. What arrogance and what an 
excuse to do nothing! It horrifies me to read 
that President Reagan supports this funda- 
mentalist cause. 

Whether individual Nationalists hold 
religious beliefs is their own affair. What 
must never happen is that the Nationalist 
movement has a common religious philosophy 
forced upon it, especially if that religion is 
fundamentalist Christianity. 

~H. CLEMENT MARTIN, 
South Shields, Tyne and Wear 


IN PRAISE OF APARTHEID 


The rules of separation operate egually for Whites and for Blacks 


says NOELA. HUNT 


Nothing is more certainly written in the 


book of Fate than that this people (the 
Negroes) shall be free: it is egually certain 
that, once freed, we cannot continue under 
the same government. 

THOMAS JEFFERSON 


IT IS FASHIONABLE to condemn apartheid 
out of hand. The mere mention of the word 
produces in the liberal and the man of good- 
will the same knee-jerk reaction as “fascism” 
or “elitism”. Yet the system known as 
apartheid has much to commend it, as | 
hope to show. | 

The word simply means ''apartness'' or 
“separation”. |n politics it describes a 
system of government which permits the 
separdte development of differing racial 
groups. Few of those who condemn apartheid 
have ever really thought about it. Even fewer 
have lived under the system. Fewer yet have 
tried to define their objections to it. The 
subject is something like that of slavery — 
everyone is opposed to it, but not one in a 
thousand has asked himself why. There are 
in fact valid objections to slavery, but they 
are not those usually trotted out by the 
liberal. Equally, there may be valid objections 
to apartheid, but they are certainly not those 
mouthed by the media and the trendies. 

For many years | was fortunate enough 
to live in a country which wholeheartedly 


practised racial separation. What is more, 1. 


took an active part in making the system 
work. Even worse, | saw the country grow 
annually in population, health and wealth 
under the beneficial stimulus of apartheid, 
and without a shadow of racial friction. 
Perhaps a glance at the means by which such 
an apparently utopian state of affairs was 
achieved may be of interest. 


DIFFERENT AREAS 


In the first place the country was divided 
into areas set aside for exclusive occupation 
by Blacks, and others for the exclusive 
occupation of Whites. Whites were admitted 
to the black areas only if their presence was 
forthe benefit of the Blacks and on conditions 
laid down by the tribal chief and his elders. 
Occupation was subject to possession of a 
permit, renewable annually, and to continued 
good behaviour. No White could own land in 
a black area: the most he could do was to 
rent a site. On completion of his work or 
when he became too old to work the White 
was required to quit the black area. lnter- 
racial marriages were strictly forbidden, a 
position strongly and unanimeusly approved 
by the tribal elders. 

The white areas presented a mirror image 
of the black: Blacks were admitted to them 
only if their presence was beneficial to the 
Whites. In practice this meant that they were 
in white employment. When no longer capable 
of working they were required to leave. 

Various rules were laid down for the 
Black in white areas, as for the White in 
black areas. If anyone of either race found 


this irksome his remedy was simple: he had 
but to remain in the area allocated to his 
racial group. On entering the white area the 
Black was required to present himself at the 
appropriate office, to identify himself and to 
obtain a document entitling him either to 
visit or to seek work for a specified period. 
If he obtained employment his employer 
was required to record the fact, together 
with type of work, wages to be paid and so 
on on an identity document. The employee 
took this to the office to have his contract 
registered. Such contracts could be registered 
for a period of up to six months, the 
employer paying a registration fee. On 
entering employment and every three months 
thereafter the employee was required to 


undergo a medical examination. Treatment 


was at the employer’s cost. Residence could 
be either in approved accommodation on the 
employer’s property or in an African town- 
ship, the rent being paid by the employer. 
There was a nine o’clock curfew. Any Black 
requiring to be abroad after that. time was 
required to carry a chit from his employer 
setting out the reason for his being abroad 
after curfew. 


COMMON RULE 


This system was enforced by the Police. 
It will be seen that a Black in the white area 
was required to have with him at all times 
papers which justified his presence. A similar 
system prevails over much of Europe and all 
of Russia today. One has yet to hear the 
liberal attacking the latter. Inability to 
produce the necessary papers meant prose- 
cution and eviction. The same applied to the 
White in a black area. In practise the races 
mingled only when working together. 

Bleeding hearts will no doubt foam with 
fury at these provisions. In fact they were 
heartily approved by the Blacks concerned. 
The necessity for documentation meant that 
the black crook, spiv or drone could not 
obtain a base from which to prey on his 
fellow Black. The black townships were in 
general models. of peace and decorum. The 
system of registration of contracts ensured 


that in the event of a dispute the conditions . 


of service were clearly known and not open 
to argument. The regular medical inspections 
ensured that the health of the Black was on 
the. whole good. When these rules began to 
be eroded under the urgings of the 'man of 
goodwill’ the complaints from the Blacks 
were loud and sincere. They saw their state 


worsening and the thug and bully boy moving. 


in on them in the sacred name of “freedom”. 
The benefits to the Whites were egually 


clear. The necessity for a permit to be in the 


white area meant that black occupation was 
kept to.a minimum. White areas remained 
guiet and tranguil because the black criminal 
could not obtain the necessary document- 
ation and thus could not obtain a base from 
which to work. People could move freely 
and it was not necessary to keep everything 
locked up. Once these rules went, overnight 


the country’s fastest growing industries 
became the building of security fences and 
the training of guard dogs. 

In the black areas Whites were strictly 
forbidden to frequent such amenities as 
hotels, bars, cinema and swimming baths. 
A similar restriction applied to Blacks in 
white areas. In the black townships of course 
such amenities were available to the Black. 
This meant that racial friction due to 
differing social customs was kept to a 
minimum. When under pressure from ‘‘world 
opinion” these rules were abrogated, the 
white residential areas near bars and hotels 
became almost uninhabitable — to Whites — 
due to the presence of hundreds of drunken 
Blacks with rudimentary notions of hygiene. 
The admission of Blacks to swimming baths 
in white areas meant that the Whites at once 
ceased using them, for reasons of hygiene 
among others, and built themselves swimming 
poois on their properties. 

The system thus ensured that in its own 
area each race was free to advance at its own 
speed and in its own way towards targets 
which it had chosen for itself and to apply 
its own priorities, free from pressure from 
any other racial group. Since each race thus 
got what it wanted and without imposing its 
views on any other race it is difficult indeed 
to see why the talking classes in the West 
profess to find the system so objectionable. 

For over sixty years the system which 
we have outlined created a mood of racial 
harmony and inter-racial goodwill probably 
unique in the world. In all that time there 
was never a mass confrontation between 
races, or between the Police and the black 


population. The Police were popular and 


highly respected. They went where they 
would on their duties, patrolled alone’ and 
never carried arms. The Black was so far 
from resenting the restrictionsimposed on 
him in the white areas that he tried by the 
thousand to gain access to those areas, and 
so far as he could he reproduced these 
restrictions in his own area and made them 


-applicable to tribes other than his own. 


GOODWILL 


The prosperity, peace and inter-racial 
goodwill which we have mentioned are a 
matter of historical record. They cannot be 
denied. Nor can it be denied that:these great 
boons came about because of a strict applic- 
ation of the system of separate racial 
development, or apartheid, approved of and 
supported by both races. 

Equally, it cannot be denied that the 
racial hatred, squalor, disease and disorder 
which characterise our Brixtons and Toxteths 
are brought about by our refusal to recognise 
racial differences and our insistence that 
races shall be integrated whether they wish 
it or not. 

We know as a fact that racial separation 
has in at least two countries produced peace, 
harmony and prosperity. We also know that 
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BIRMINGHAM RALLY BIG 


Birmingham: David Bruce speaks _ 


boming events 


Sunday, Nov. 11th 
YORK 
Northern Regional Remembrance 
Day march and rally. Meet York 
Railway Station, 1.15 p.m. 


Saturday, Nov. 24th 
GLASGOW 
Scottish Regional indoor rally. 
Theme: "Scotland and Ulster — 
British forever!” John Tyndall 
will speak. Meet Charing Cross 
Railway Station, 2 p.m. 


BNP Recordings 


RALLY '82 


Speeches from the BNP national rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme 
of which was ‘Unite and fight for Britain’s 
future!" i 

Side 1: Speeches by Charles Parker and Ray 
Hill; Side 2: Speech by .John Tyndall. 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1: Recordings of speeches from the 
Nationalist Unity rally in London on 


September Sth 1981. Hear John Tyndall,- 


Ray Hill, Kenneth McKilliam, Len Bearsford 
Walker and others. Side 2: Talk by John 
Tyndall on ‘The coming British revolution’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS I 


Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ 
(about the world-wide: dispersal of the 
peoples of British stock); Side 2: Talk on 
‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS II 


Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for Nationalism’ 
(the internationalist argument demolished); 
Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy of the 20th 
Century?’ (analysis of the results of the 
Second World War). | 


These 4 sets of recordings are presented in 
cassette form and are available at £3.50 each 
(with 18p- postage) from: BNP Recordings, 
Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 
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THE BIRMINGHAM RALLY staged by the 
British National Party on October 20th was 
the most successful event of its kind in the 
party's short history. About 180 people 
crowded into the hali in the centre of the 
city to hear speeches on the theme of the 
rally, which was ‘Whites unite to win back 
Britain!’. The choice of this theme was 


inspired both by the lack of unity among. 


the native people of the country in the face 
of the threatened foreign take-over and the 
similar lack of unity among British Nation- 
alists in their effort to fight this take-over. 
The audience warmly applauded 
speeches by David Ball, Ian Sloan, Len 
Bearsford Walker, David Bruce and John 
Tyndall, all dealing with the theme men- 
tioned. In the midst of the rally, and as 
a change from the speeches, there was a 
film show exhibiting great Nationalist ral- 


SUCCESS 


lies and marches of the 1970s and the play- 
ing on tape of a new party song, the details 
of which are given on the opposite page. 


The collection, called for by David Bruce, 


realised the figure of £650. The meeting 
was chaired by West Midlands ‘Organiser 
Stan Goedwin. | 5 J | l 

Äfter the rally those in attendance 
enjoyed a pleasant social in the bar before 
returning home to places as far apart as 
Glasgow and Cornwall. 

Many new applications for membership 
have been received by the party as a result 
of this excellent activity. 


Birmingham: 'A section of the audience 


IN PRAISE OF APARTHEID 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


racial integration has produced anarchy, 
rioting and racial hatred. 

Yet no word is ever heard in favour of a 
system which we know can produce harmony. 
Instead we are urged to press for more and 
more of the racial integration which causes 
so many of our ills. 

The refusal of white politicians to admit 
the existence of racial differences guarantees 
that we shall have the worst of both worlds. 
If we apply to the Black the standards which 
we do to the White we earn his resentment, 
and rightly so, for the laws and their penalties 
were made for us and not for him. If we do 
not apply these standards to him then the 
white majority rightly resent the favoured 


and powerful 


treatment which places those who distort 
our culture above the law. It is difficult to 
imagine a more disastrous policy. Recognition 
of differences does not mean that one race is 
“better” or “worse” than another, merely 
that it is different. Most of the Blacks, Browns 


_and Yellows of the world know this well, and 


accept it. So do most Whites. It is our mis- 
fortune that asmall but immensely close-knit 
minority forms a liberal 
consensus which makes it impossible for the 
wishes of most of us to prevail. If we wish for 
harmony, a decent distance must be allowed 
between the races. The American humourist 
Artemus Ward hit the nail on the head when 
he wrote: “The African may be our brother 


=. . . but the African isn’t our sister and our 


wife and our uncle. He isn’t several of our 
brothers and all our fust wife’s relashuns. He 
isn’t our grandfather and our grate grand- 
father and our aunt in the country ...”. 


Cornish activists shake 


YOUNG ACTIVISTS of the Comish BNP, 
assisted by a contingent from Plymouth, 
virtually took over for a time a meeting in 
Liskeard held by the Campaign for Nuclear 
Disarmament and addressed by Sir Richard 
Acland. The BNP activists had earlier 
given notice of their intention to attend the 
meeting in protest against the disarmament 
policy advocated by CND and this won big 
advance. publicity in the local press and on 
local radio. After the event equal public- 
ity ensued, with the BNP having the chance 
to make widely known its policies for a 
strongly armed Britain, including nuclear 


YOUNG NATIONALIST 


- Read Young Nationalist, the paper for 
Nationalist youth. Send 20p for sample 


copy to: P.O. Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


British | 

Nationalist | 
You can obtain single copies of. British 
Nationalist by paying a subscription of £3.40 
for 12 issues (for subscribers in the British 
Isles). For subscribers overseas the rate is 
£4.00 for 12 issues (surface mail). 


If you wish to obtain British Nationalist 
in bulk for redistribution, the rates are: — 


10 copies £1.20 + 
25 copies £2.70 + 
50 copies £4.80 +. 
100 copies £8.40 + 
150 copies £12.00 + £2.30 post 
200 copies £15.00 + £2.50 post 
300 copies £21.00 + £2.65 post 
400 copies £26.40 + £2.95 post 
500 copies £32.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £62.00 ) by roadline > 


All cheques or postal orders should be 
made out to British Nationalist, PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS. Please keep orders and 
enquiries for British Nationalist totally 
separate from other correspondence in order 
to avoid delay and confusion. 


34p post 


BIG PUBLICITY WON IN SOUTH WEST 


weapons. 

When question time came at the meet- 
ing it was dominated by BNP members, who 
tore to shreds the feeble arguments of the 
disarmers. The demonstration, however, 
was completely orderly and there was no 
trouble. | 

This highly successful activity was led 
by Cornish BNP Organiser David Culling- 
ford, who along with other activists David 
Bearsford Walker, Tom Stone and Richard 
Trehane was given time on Radio Cornwall 
to explain BNP views. Cornish BNP activ- 
ists have recently become very adept at 


winning publicity for the party by demons-' 


trations of this kind. Well done Cornwall! 


BNP activists with poster 


A NEW SONG for the British National Party, 
to be added to its existing repertoire of 
songs, was played on tape at the recent 
Birmingham rally. The song is sung to the 
theme tune of the John Wayne film ‘The 
Green Berets’ and the words have been 
written by Plymouth Branch Organiser Len 
Bearsford Walker. The recording was made 
by a professional folk singer and thoroughly 
enjoyed by all at the rally. The cassette 
with the recording can be obtained at the 
cost of £1.25 from Len Bearsford Walker at 
44 Patterdale Close, Estover, Plymouth. 
We reproduce the words below: - 


Fighting soldiers, free and white, 
Fearless men who know what’s right, 
Men who know what ought to be — 
Valiant men of the BNP; 

Silver badge upon their chest, 

These are men of the nation’s best; 
Many hungry to be free; 

Only the best join the BNP. 

The multi-racial yoke they scorn 
And though their ranks be battle-torn 
They'll fight throughout eternity 

For Britain to be white and free. 
Silver badge upon their chest, 

These are men of the nation’s best; 
Many hungry to be free; 

Only the best join the BNP. 

Back at home a young wife waits; 
Her fighting man has met his fate. 

He has died for those oppressed 
Leaving her this last request:- 

“Put a silver badge on my son’s chest; 
Make him one of Britain’s best. 

When he’s a man, tell him this from me: 
Go and join the BNP.” 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! svari 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROB- 


LEM (Prof. W. C. George) £1.00 (22p). 


The race equality hoax destroyed by an 
academic expert. 70pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean 
Raspail) £2.40 (59p). A sensational 
novel about the destruction of the white 
world by Asian immigrant invasion. 
1973; 31tpp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? 
(Richard Harwood) 50p .(13p). The 
fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
Holocaust legends and evoked Zionist 
frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH 
CENTURY (Prof. A. R. Butz) £2.40 
(59p). A scientist applies clinical methods 
to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ 
and completely dissects the myth. 2nd 
ed. 1977; 3 iSpp. 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) 
£3.95 (34p). Discusses the failure of our 
debt-based financial system and describes 
its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A. K 


Chesterton) Hardback £3.00 (52p). 


Paperback (limited supply) £1.50 (46p). 
An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global 
police state. 1972, 255pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDU- 
CATION. 30p (13p).) A reply to the 
notorious NUT racemixing booklet, 
packed with facts and cogent argument. 
1979, 20pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H. B. Isher- 
wood) 30p (13p).: Shows that a sense 
of racial identity is an essential element 
of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CON- 
TROVERSY (H. B. Isherwood) 30p 
(13p). Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity and that 
the reverse is true. 1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Stuart 


Gibb) £7.95 (66p). A witty and factual’ 


examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening 
our future. 1980, 246pp. 


Here is the latest list of our books. The 
figures in brackets represent packing and 
postage charges. All orders with cash 
please. 

SEARED LIEN LIA AO LONE IIIS SEE I SLR EDE TRIE 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) 
£1.50 (18p). A ‘behind the scenes’ look 
at modern world history. 1977, 45pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) 
£1.00 (18p). An examination of some 
of the facts of recent history that have 
not found their way into textbooks and 
newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION II (Alfred 
M. Lilienthal) £13.00 (£1.72p). The 
second edition of a sensational exposure 
of Zionist power politics. 1982, 904pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. 
Kitty Little) 50p (13p). : Text of a 
memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled Infil- 
tration of the Government by members 
of subversive or criminal organizations 
for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organizations. 1979, 24pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED 
(Dr. Kitty Little) 50p (13p)., Updates 
the above giving details of the destructive 


- effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 
- 1984, 16pp. 


FDR — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE 
COIN (Hamilton Fish) £5.00 (52p).'An 
exposure of Roosevelt's war guilt and 
trickery by a former associate. 1976, 
255pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carleton Put- | 


nam) £4.00 (40p).A plain, unemotional' 
account of the race issue that has beén 
an invaluable contribution to the debate 
ever since, it was first published. 1961 
(rep. 1977), 125pp. 


STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Pon- 
cins) £3.50 (59p). A study of some little 
known state documents that throw much 
light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED 
(W. Grimstad) £2.50 (66p). Examines . 


London SE23 2LS 


not only the ‘Holocaust’ but other topics 
involved in the Jewish question including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-Semite’ 
smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR 
CRIMES TRIALS: A NEW LOOK 
(Richard Harwood) 75p (34p). A 
scholarly exposure of this cynical 
travesty of justice. 1978, 68pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H. B. Isherwood) 
30p (13p).’ Shows that a sense of racial 
identity is an essential element of nation- 
hood. 1974, 36pp. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION 
(Douglas Reed) £9.00 (£1.33p). A best- 
seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since Biblical times, packed 
with little-known and long suppressed 
facts. 1979, 580pp. 


THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A. H. M. 
Ramsay) £2.50 (34p). An outline of the 
secret history of the events leading up 
to the second world war, including infor- 
mation on previous upheavals. The’ 
author had the honour of being im- 
prisoned without trial for four years 
during the war despite his status as a 
member of Parliament. Originally pub- 
lished 1952, 128pp. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS 
(Robert Eringer) £2.50 (34p). While the 
author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a 
comprehensive exposure of the organis- 
ation and influence of the Bilderberg 
Group and the Trilateral Commission. 
1980, 95pp. 


NEVEM 


| ‘The Leugue Review, a pro-National Socialist political 
| Journal published in Grest Britain by the League of St. 


George, 


£5 for 6 issues, British Isles and — 


overseas surface mail (US $1 2) 
9/11 KENSINGTON MHIGM ST. 
LONDON. W8 5Ne 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 

P.O. BOX 115 
HOVE 

E. SUSSEX BN3 3SB 
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